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About this book 


Schwipper, Bernd (2022-06-02T22:58:59.000). Germany in Stalin's sights: the path of the Red Army 
into the European War and the deployment of the Wehrmacht in 1941 (German Edition) (p. 14). 
Kindle Edition. Whoever tells the truth, the popular saying wishes him, among other things, a fast 
horse. There is a reason for that. It is not the case that truth is everywhere and always a valued asset. On 
the contrary, it is a heavy food, which is not tolerated by many and whose spread is fought. Truth is also 
not a self-runner, which could assert itself by own strength in the course of the time. The world has seen 
many truths that no one knows today. At some point they were no longer spoken, be it because they 
were simply forgotten, be it because no one had the courage to speak them anymore. It is necessary to 
state this once again, because completely regardless of these facts, which are known in themselves, 
today's society dawns on itself in questions about the contemporary history of the World War era in the 
mistaken belief that the truth in this case is, firstly, known and, secondly, is nurtured, secured and 
disseminated by a comprehensive system of university, academic historiography. In Germany in 
particular, both politics and the people derive an essential part of their identity from the belief in the 
world of the past, which is produced in this way and which is much invoked under the term "our 
history. Only under consideration of these circumstances it can be explained that the actual truth about 
the prehistory of the German Russian campaign of 1941 is so stubbornly veiled by the myth of an 
unprovoked invasion of the allegedly unprepared Soviet Russia. The average citizen, 

when asked about the more detailed circumstances of the German attack, is very likely to speak of 
habitat conquest plans of a German dictator as the cause and of German tank masses that rolled across 
the vast Russian plains without resistance. Asked about the more exact numerical proportions of the 
rolling material, he will assume a German superiority and never, ever get the idea that this ratio on the 
day of the beginning of the war actually stood at an astonishing 7:1 - in favor of the Soviet Union. Such 
numerical ratios play no role for wide areas of academic historiography. Instead, it has spread 
comparable ignorance about the political prehistory of "Unternehmen Barbarossa." Let us take an 
example of the excesses to which this has sometimes escalated. Some time ago, Rolf-Dieter Miiller, a 
long-time employee of the Military Historical Research Office and holder of a professorial title, 
published a book on "Hitler's Secret Plans for a War against the Soviet Union in 1939." Any hard- 
hitting evidence was not included in it. 

But the whole misery of this kind of historiography was revealed by a remark on page 79: "Reich 
Foreign Minister Constantin Frhr. von Neurath assured the American ambassador William C. Bullitt on 
May 18, 1936, that from Hitler's point of view the enmity to the USSR was insurmountable and that he 
wanted to remain quiet only until the western fortifications had been completed. "1 So the German 
foreign minister is supposed to have confidently announced to a US chief diplomat the imminent 
German attack on the USSR. Of course, this is flat wrong. If one looks up the place indicated, Neurath 
said, on the contrary, that the hostility was insurmountable because of the attitude of the USSR. This 
was so because, from Moscow's point of view, Germany would represent the essential obstacle to a 
communist conquest of Europe.2 On top of that, he was also right, as the author of these lines, among 
others, has already pointed out3 and for which further numerous proofs are presented in the present 
book by Bernd Schwipper. But apart from that, this episode illustrates the occasionally total alienation 
of contemporary academic publications from their subject matter. No historian with a solidly trained 
historical consciousness would formulate such a sentence, completely out of time, which makes the 


German foreign minister a traitor to his country and turns the world of thought of the German dictator 
into its opposite. A few weeks after the Neurath-Bullitt conversation, Hitler formulated this world of 
thought in the well-known "Denkschrift zum Vierjahresplan." The German armed forces would have 
to be ready for war in four years, was his conclusion at the end of the document. This is often quoted 
and even finds its way into school textbooks and information on political education, because it leads 
from the summer of 1936 to the vicinity of the fall of 1939 and therefore suggests a plan of attack. 
Almost never and certainly not in political education, on the other hand, is the preceding justification of 
the German dictator for this demand quoted. For which war should the German Wehrmacht be ready 
in four years? It should be ready for the defense against a Soviet attack. According to Hitler, Soviet 
communism was already in the process of deploying all the reserves of the largest country in the world 
under its control in preparation for such an attack. How and with which rates of increase this proceeded 
in detail, about it we learn quite a few news from Bernd Schwipper. Especially the operational plans of 
the Red Army in 1940 and 1941, the armament changes and the steady increase of the Soviet forces, as 
well as their command situation in the early summer of 1941 become visible in a partly completely new 
way. In doing so, the author relies on an unprecedented analysis of Soviet sources and takes into account 
the Russian-language research literature that is otherwise unnoticed in Germany. 

The result is clear: the Red Army wanted and was supposed to attack Germany in early July 1941. Its 
armament, deployment, operational planning, and command were geared to this goal - and to nothing 
else. It can be recalled at this point that the official state of research on Soviet attack plans was not 
always as bad in Germany as it is today. The 1990s saw some movement on this issue after the 
dissolution of the real socialist bloc. The then director of the German Historical Institute in Moscow, 
Professor Bernd Bonwetsch, summarized the state of knowledge about Soviet military preparations in 
2000 with the words: The order for the Red Army to attack could have been given "as of July 10, 1941 
- if Stalin really wanted to give it or had given it and if Hitler had not preempted it with his attack 
order. "4 Without Bonwetsch being able to bring himself to turn away from the conventional picture 
according to which aggression had nevertheless basically come from Germany, this was a partially 
accurate approach to the Soviet starting position. It soon became one of the rarely remembered truths. A 
Soviet attack stermin the beginning of July 1941 was also determined by an author who should not be 
forgotten here, because he caused a furor and a first breath of fresh air with his writings at the end of the 
1980s. Under the pseudonym Viktor Suvorov, the former Soviet agent Vladimir Rezun also let Russian 
sources speak, but without completely disclosing them.5 Bernd Schwipper, on the other hand, now 
presents a comprehensive analysis, considered in all points and carefully documented, with which the 
question of whether the German attack on the USSR in 1941 was a "preventive war" is once again 
answered with a justified yes on the basis of Russian sources. One can only wish the book a good fate 
and much resonance. Possibly then as a consequence in the German contemporary history research 
another circle of people than the truth lovers should strive for a fast horse. 


Stefan Scheil, August 2015 


Preface The sole aim of this study is the search for and uncovering of historical truth. Objectivity of 
observation requires to base the historical picture not on wishful thinking, but on objective incontestable 
historical facts, in order to work out a true picture of the real military-political events/processes starting 
from the facts. Also in the historiography the truth is at present probably more a function of the power 
as well as the political calculation of the in each case ruling parties. The winner still writes the history. 
With unbelievable, undoubtedly ideologically justified ignorance historical facts are overlooked in the 
present historiography, opinions are dogmatized and facts described in the sources, which do not fit into 


these dogmas, are completely disregarded. Chains of argumentation are put together according to one's 
own firmly held political positions, interpreted in a one-sided way, and thus the historical picture is 
distorted. The terms "Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union" and "Hitler's race-ideological war of 
extermination", which have accompanied us since our childhood and found their way into all history 
books as dogmas and still do today, cannot continue to exist (in this form and with these interpretations 
given to them), since they do not take into account the movement and development of the historical 
situation at that time in any way. They are ideologically determined terms. The evaluation of a large 
number of Russian documents permitted a sufficient depth of focus in the consideration of the historical 
processes in the run-up to the German-Soviet war. Since all core statements of the study are based on 
these Russian documents, all skeptics and critics are advised to first deal with these documents 
personally. It should already be pointed out in the preface that it was not possible to find a conclusive 
answer to all open questions in connection with the pre-war period of the German-Soviet war. 
Certainly, the complete opening of the archives, the access to all documents of the political and military 
leadership of the USSR as well as to the planning also of the military districts/ fronts, the armies and 
corps is a necessary condition for this. Knowing that the absolute truth cannot be achieved and that I do 
not claim it, I think that I have the obligation to at least come close to it, as far as the state of publication 
of the documents from the Russian archives and the documents available to me allow. Although it 
seems hardly possible to influence the historical consciousness of the majority of Germans with the 
results of the present work, as well as with the findings of a number of other historians, this attempt 
should nevertheless be made in the interest of historical truth. Last but not least, thanks are due to many 
friends for their assistance in obtaining the necessary literature, and to my wife Christel for her years of 
patience during my involvement with this study, without which this book would never have been 
written. 


May 18, 2015 
Dr. rer. mil. Bernd Schwipper 


Introduction The content of this study is the examination of the prewar period of the years 1939 to 
1941, preceding the outbreak of the German-Soviet War. Despite the recognition of the need for all- 
sidedness in the assessment of the subject matter to be examined, in view of the complexity of the facts, 
the almost endless abundance of political, economic, diplomatic, and military facts and contexts of that 
period, it was not attempted to provide an all-sided account of the prehistory of the German-Soviet 
War. In order to avoid any reproach of the contents of the following study with regard to a possibly 
inadmissible simplification or one-sidedness in the assessment of this extraordinarily complex situation 
in the immediate pre-war period, we would like to refer once again to the restrictive objective of this 
study, which consisted primarily 

in the analysis of the military-political facts. Other areas of the USSR, such as the development of 
interstate relations and contradictions, the development of the economy, international economic and 
trade relations, the substantive development of ideological and political-propagandistic work, the 
management of processes by the CPSU, the influence of the Commintern, diplomatic activities, etc., 
were only touched upon as necessary, based on the consideration that these political and economic areas 
had already been adequately examined by other authors. The underlying sources The core of the 
sources used for this study consists of more than 2,400 published Russian documents, more than 650 
reconnaissance reports and information, and 467 Red Army reports on the status of mobilization 
readiness, etc. In particular, documents from the Archives of the President of the Russian Federation, 
the Russian State Military Archives, the Foreign Policy Archives of the Russian Federation and the 


Archives of the Reconnaissance Service of the Russian Federation (1998 edition), documents of military 
reconnaissance (Moscow 2008), the National Archives of the Republic of Belarus (Minsk 2007) and 
documents of the Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation and the Republic of Belarus (Moscow 
2006) found their way into this research. 


These publications are basically transcripts of the original documents, the release of which took place 
primarily under President Yeltsin. However, highly explosive documents or parts of documents with 
compromising content were not published, the maps and appendices are missing for all documents, and 
documents from the so-called "Red Packages" are not accessible. In the era of President Putin, access to 
the archived documents was again made more difficult. Fortunately, in May 2015, extensive German 
documents were digitized and published on the Internet, some of which could still be incorporated. A 
large number of specialist and non-fiction books from the Soviet and post-Soviet era, both critical and 
apologetic contemporary Russian literature, as well as related articles published in various Russian 
military history journals and magazines, and descriptions of the historical processes were also 
incorporated. The approximately 40 memoirs published by Soviet generals and officers, some of which 
were available to the author in the original, could only be used with regard to some quotations and facts. 
Figures contained in these memoirs, on the other hand, often deviate substantially from those of the 
analyzed documents, since the historical contexts were only allowed to be considered in compliance 
with normative guidelines, which were worked out by historiographical institutes at Stalin's request. 
Also, the account of the pre-war period of the German-Soviet war was often completely omitted. The 
comparative view of the actions of the Wehrmacht was based on Halder's records, the war diaries of the 
High Commands of the Wehrmacht and the Army, the war diaries of the Naval War Command, the 
reports of the High Command of the Wehrmacht including the special reports, the documents of the 
OKW, the OKH and Army Group B/Center digitized by the German Historical Institute Moscow, the 
statements of the generals in the trial before the International Military Tribunal in Nuremberg, as well 
as a number of press publications of the time that are still accessible. Essential facts and figures could be 
taken from the works of Mueller-Hillebrand, Philippi/Heim, Hubatsch and Tippelskirch, the memoirs 
of Warlimont, Kesselring, Guderian and others. The evaluation of a large number of chronicles and 
troop histories of the units transferred to the east in the pre-war period also yielded valuable insights. 
Nevertheless, those who believe that they can fall back on unadulterated source editions seem to be 
mistaken. This applies to both Russian and German sources. 


The occupation historiography has left its traces in the sources. This also applies to Halder's war diary. 
For example, Halder worked for the U.S. Army Historical Department from 1946 onward as head of a 
research group of up to 150 German officers in the preparation of war studies. Even the entry "Military 
Government Information Control License US-E 273" in his booklet " Hitler als Feldherr", published in 
1949, confirms the examination and approval by the US military control authorities. The war diaries of 
the naval warfare command carry in principle the registration by the British Admiralty (Part A, Vol. 10 
e.g.: "Case GE 110 PG 32030"). Thus, they contain only what was convenient for the victors. Even the 
first 33-page Bavarian School Atlas published in 1948 bears the entry "Approved for use in schools by 
Office of Military Government (U.S.), Education and Cultural Relations Division on 4/16/1947 GE- 
TA 350.01 (Germany)." In order to exclude a speculative approach to history on such bases, the author 
considered it appropriate to subject primarily undisputed figures and historically proven facts to analysis, 
to look for internal connections between the facts, to find the truth by comparing them with the 
statements of the various sources, and, in processing all the above-mentioned sources, to detect even the 
"quiet tones" hidden in the lines. A laudable exception are the documents of the High Commands of 


the Wehrmacht and the Army as well as of Army Group B/ Mitte, which were digitized by the 
German Historical Institute Moscow and put online in April 2015, the contents of which are by no 
means to be doubted. However, a pre-selection was also made here. Thus, the documents significant to 
the subject of this study and the short period of the pre-war period are extraordinarily sparse. Of the 
documents of Army Group B/Center, primarily meaningless reports and accounts, including those 
about document finds or losses, have been published. An objective truth, which in the opinion of the 
author is not attainable at all, can therefore also not offer the present study. However, to approach it 
maximally by an abundance of relative truths is already the goal of this study. Whether this was 
achieved, the reader may judge. 


The Method The author has by no means simply collected a multitude of figures and quotations, but has 
followed a strict analytical procedure according to dialectical principles and categories. In order to 
examine the military-political situation in the period preceding the German-Soviet war, a number of 
decisive fields of action were selected which are significant for answering the question "Who preceded 
whom or wanted to precede whom?" without aiming at an all-round consideration of all areas. The 
methodological approach and the fields of action considered by the author are shown in the following 
figure: SF = Conclusions Each chapter is concluded with conclusions. The explanations in the 
individual chapters follow the chronological sequence of events. Only in Chapter IX, Operational Plans, 
the analysis of the individual elements of the decision is carried out by means of horizontal sections 
through the individual elements of the operational plans of the General Staff of the Red Army, with the 
aim of identifying in this way development trends and differences, contrasts or contradictions, and 
arriving at accurate conclusions. The numbers, facts, circumstances and quotations serving the purpose 
of the study are not given with the aim to speak for themselves, but have an exemplary character, serve 
the analysis and evidence and thus the actual goal of the study, the further and deeper knowledge gain. 
In order to ensure understanding of the content of the individual chapters and to clarify their overall 
context, repetitions of some facts and statements in a number of chapters were unavoidable. For the 
sake of simplicity and because of the multiple repetitions of the operational plans, no mention is made of 
the full names of these plans/considerations, but only the designation "operational plan of ..." is used. 
The present work is a study, not a reader. Nevertheless, in order to ensure a certain readability and 
understanding of the interrelationships, graphs, tables and also longer passages, for example of 
quotations, have been incorporated into the running text and not put into appendices. With the same 
goal in mind, the author avoided abbreviations in the text; in tables, their use became unavoidable. In 
order to trace a realistic picture of the processes that objectively took place, the Red Army's attack 
preparations were considered in their differentiation and change. Translations The translations from 
Russian were provided by the author. In order to be able to understand the Russian documents in their 
entirety, the translations were largely word-for-word, even if this meant that stylistic compromises were 
sometimes necessary in German. Some translations (e.g. of the operational plans or of directives and 
instructions) correspond to the linguistic usage, which sounds strange to the uninitiated, but is common 
in the military. If, for example, the translation of the operational plans says "to have", "to inflict", "to 
destroy", in military usage the entire statements/orders are always mentally preceded by the formulation 
"I suggest...", "I order...", etc. 


Transcriptions of the Russian alphabet were made according to the Russian-German dictionary by 
Daum/Schenk. Figures Because of the variety of contradictory figures published in the literature about 
the Red Army, almost without exception all figures about the Red Army put into tables by the author 
and other figures were taken from Russian documents. For the Wehrmacht only those figures were 


used, which are mentioned in the sources. Figures from memoirs and various historical works (e.g., 
regarding the number of divisions of the Red Army) were not taken into account, since the times or 
conditions 

under which they apply were rarely described, or they were often not considered in their movement 
and development in the course of the war preparation period of the USSR or the deployment of the Red 
Army. Place names In view of the change of place names caused by the historical development (e.g: 
Lviv - Lvov - Lviv; German - Russian - Ukrainian) these were used according to the time and the 
documents and transcribed according to the dictionary Daum/Schenk. Place names in excerpts from 
German documents or from the point of view of the Wehrmacht are designated in German, e.g. not 
Lwow, but Lemberg. Orthography The author has followed the computer correction program and the 
Duden edition 2000 to the new regulation of the German orthography. In the case of quotations from 
German-language documents, the original spelling contained in these documents was retained, e.g.: "..., 
that..." In the case of quotations translated from Russian, the new rules have been applied. All 
quotations are written in italics. 


I. Chapter The Creation and Development of the Strategic Deployment Area/The Theater of War A 
theater of war is understood as the territory (land, air and sea) on which the armed forces solve strategic 
tasks in war. 1 For the conduct of war operations, the character of the theater of war is of paramount 
importance. Its size and configuration, geographical characteristics, special features favoring or hindering 
the conduct of offensive or defensive operations, the possibilities for securing the flanks, the availability 
of resources of all kinds to supply the armed forces, the condition of infrastructure elements (railroads, 
roads, bridges, waterways, airfields, communications, etc.), economic structure, population density, 
climate and weather conditions have a decisive influence on the planning of hostilities and the manner 
of their conduct. 1. the creation of the theater of war Despite existing non-aggression treaties, the 
USSR, in the slipstream of the German-Polish war as well as the following European war, began a series 
of military activities in the western theater of war from September 17, 1939, which were usually 
referred to as campaigns in the documents of the General Staff of the Red Army as well as in the 
memoirs of contemporary witnesses. Table I.1 below records the campaigns conducted or planned by 
the Soviet Union in all directions of the Western theater of war virtually without breaks in operations: 


Table 1.1 Beginning of the campaign Occupied territories September 17, 1939 November 1939 to 
March 13, 1940 April 1940 June 17, 1940 June 28, 1940 July to early September 1940 Possibly late 
1940/early 1941 "Polish campaign," occupation of western Belarus and western Ukraine First Soviet- 
Finnish war, gen. "Winter War", occupation of parts of Finland Transfer of considerable troop 
contingents to the Kiev Special and Odessa Military Districts in preparation for the Bessarabian 
Campaign, and to the Crimea/Caucasus area to defend the oil regions around Baku/Batumi against 
expected British and French bombing raids "Baltic Campaign", Military occupation of the Baltic states 
of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia "Bessarabian Campaign", occupation of Bessarabia and Bukovina 
Concentration of strong forces in the Leningrad, Baltic Special and Western Special Military Districts 
for a planned "East Prussian Campaign" Second planned Soviet-Finnish war, gen. "Continuation War" 


Let us look at the Red Army campaigns mentioned in Table I.1 in a little more detail, without going 
into details of the political, economic and diplomatic processes that took place in the run-up to them. 


September 17, 1939 - The Polish Campaign of the USSR The decision to initiate partial mobilization 
was made on September 6, 19339, i.e., the entry into the German-Polish war was foreseen at this time at 


the latest. At this early date, however, there could be no question of a threat to the ethnic Belarusian or 
Ukrainian population by the Wehrmacht, as was argued. The triggering of the covered partial 
mobilization (cf. Chapter HI, Mobilization) took place on September 7, 1939, camouflaged under the 
pretext of carrying out "large-scale training exercises". On September 9, 1939, the People's Commissar 
for Defense of the USSR, K. E. Voroshilov, and the Chief of the General Staff of the Red Army, B. M. 
Shaposhnikov, issued the order on the covert deployment of the assault groupings of troops of the 
Byelorussian and Kiev Special Military Districts and their concentration in the border area until 
September 11, 1939. To carry out the operations, on September 11, 1939, the General Staff of the Red 
Army formed two fronts: on the base of the Byelorussian Special Military District, the Byelorussian 
Front, in the inventory the 3rd, 4th, 10th, and 11th Armies, the 23rd Independent Rifle Corps, and a 
mechanized cavalry group; and on the base of the Kiev Special Military District, the Ukrainian Front, in 
the inventory the 5th, 6th, and 12th Armies.2 The Wehrmacht, whose attack on Poland had begun on 
01 September 1939, reached the line Lvov - Vladimir-Volynsky - Brest - Belostok on 16 September 
1939. Obviously due to the unexpectedly rapid advance of the Wehrmacht, without waiting for the 
complete concentration of all troops, especially those of the Belorussian Special Military District, the 
attack of the Red Army with advance divisions and mobile armored and cavalry units took place at 
05:40 on 17 September 1939. The operational method envisaged was a determined attack on a broad 
front followed by a deep division of the Polish defenses and their destruction in parts with the aim of 
wearing down the opposing Polish remnant troops with a lightning strike. In the course of 12 days the 
Red Army troops advanced about 250 to 350 km at an average attack speed of 21-29 km/day and 
reached the line Belostok - Brest - Lvov - Stryi. The total number of forces and means employed by all 
sides in the German-Polish-Russian war is shown in the following table: 


Table 1.2 Number of Forces and Means Deployed By Germany By Poland By Soviet Union Number of 
Divisions of which Armored Divisions Number of Tanks Number of Combat Aircraft 62 7 2800 2000 
39 None 870 (with small tanks) 407 Approx. 73.5 3 1 PzK., 10 PzBr. None Data None Data. 


As shown, such a powerful grouping of Soviet troops was formed on the border with Poland, which 
proves that the tasks of the troops were not only to "protect the brotherly Belarusian and Ukrainian 
people", but to crush the armed remnants of Poland and occupy the western territories of Belarus and 
Ukraine. Possibly, according to the created balance of forces, even a possible confrontation with the 
Wehrmacht was not excluded. This consideration is by no means absurd, as the Ministry of Defense of 
the Russian Federation stated in a 2006 publication, "...that some Soviet commanders could have 
imagined being allies of the Poles in the joint struggle against the Germans." 4 Since the Wehrmacht 
had already reached the above-mentioned line on September 16, 1939, the war could thus be considered 
won for Germany and only remnants of the Polish Army remained to be fought, the enormous use of 
force by the Red Army on September 17, 1939, can only be understood if one starts from the 
consideration that Stalin seemed willing not to avoid a confrontation with the Wehrmacht and to stop 
its further advance militarily if necessary. With the treaty of September 28, 1939 between the USSR 
and Germany, the western border of the USSR was bindingly fixed approximately on the Curzon Line 
recognized at that time by England, France, the USA and Poland. Thus, the USSR received an 
additional territory of 190,000 square kilometers of western Belarus and western Ukraine, advanced 
towards the west, with a population of 12 million people, including 6 million Ukrainians and 3 million 
Belarusians. The official Soviet historiography gave the following as reasons for carrying out the Polish 
campaign: m the Polonization of the annexed western Belarusian and western Ukrainian territories by 
the Polish rulers (such as the closure of Ukrainian and Belarusian schools, the transformation of 


Orthodox places of worship into Catholic churches, the taking away of rightful land ownership and its 
transfer to Polish colonists); m the violent suppression by Poland's ruling circles of the growing national 
liberation movement of Ukrainians and Belarusians and their demand for annexation to the Soviet 
Belarusian and Ukrainian republics; m the preparation of a war of conquest against the Soviet Union by 
the reactionary Polish rulers as a last resort; m the concern for the safety of the Ukrainians and 
Belarusians residing in that part of Poland. It goes on to say, "It was a genuine liberation campaign; its 
aim was to liberate the population of western Ukraine and western Belarus and to prevent the fascists 
from advancing further east." 5 Today's presentation of these events in historiography proves their pliant 
adaptation to the spirit of the times and the falsification of historical events. Whereas as late as October 
31, 1939, Molotov described the Polish campaign of the Red Army as a "blow" which, together with 
the thrust of the German troops, had led to the disintegration of the Polish state, that "freak of the 
Versailles Treaty," today it is said that "the towns and villages of the western Ukrainian and western 
Belorussian territories were now free from the danger of German occupation." 6 Immediately after the 
successful conclusion of the Polish campaign, as early as November 14, 1939, by means of Order No. 
0177 of the USSR People's Commissar for Defense, the White Russian Front was transferred back to 
the White Russian Special Military District and the Ukrainian Front to the Kiev Special Military 
District, with the inclusion of the respective territories of Western White Russia and Western 

Ukraine. The cause of these actions, carried out with particular haste, can be seen in the shift of the 
center of gravity of military operations to the northern direction. November 30, 1939 - The USSR's 
aggression against Finland On November 17, 1939, the People's Commissar for Defense handed over to 
the Military Council of the Leningrad Military District Directive No. 0205/op on the preparation of 
aggression against Finland. The USSR's first war against Finland (November 30, 1939-March 13, 1940) 
was launched with the officially stated goal of averting the alleged threat to Leningrad posed by the 
Finnish Army, as well as preventing further provocations on the Soviet-Finnish border. However, the 
following excerpts from the directive of the Red Army General Staff to the Leningrad Military District 
of November 17, 1939, demonstrate the real objective of this aggression: 


Quote I.3 6 History of the Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union, Berlin 1962, p. 259."1. On the 
outcome of the "X." Day 1939 to complete the concentration of the troops of the district in accordance 
with instructions given earlier, and in cooperation with the Baltic Red Banner Fleet and the Northern 
Sea Fleet to be ready for a determined attack with the aim of destroying in the shortest possible time the 
opposing land forces and naval fleet of the enemy. 2. at dawn of the 2nd day after "X" 1939 to proceed 
simultaneously with the troops of the land, air and naval forces to a determined attack with the tasks: a) 
of the 7th Army - ... concentrated on the Karelian Isthmus, with a powerful blow in cooperation with 
the air forces to destroy the troops of the enemy, to take possession of his fortified space on the Karelian 
Isthmus, to reach the front Priozersk-Antrea-Vyborg. The further task: in cooperation with parts of the 
8th Army to develop the attack in the direction of Lahti-Hyvinkaa-Helsinki. b) of the 8th Army -... 
concentrated in the area of Maselka-Vidlitza-Prjacha, with the main forces by a determined attack in 
the direction of Sortawala to destroy the opposing enemy, with the next task to reach the front 
Korpiselka-Vjartsilja-Sortawala. Further, in cooperation with the 7th Army to attack in the direction of 
Mikkeli, to secure its own right flank in the direction of Kuopiu, to establish the connection with the 
9th Army. c) the 9th Army -... while securing its own flanks, to destroy the enemy's troops, to act with 
the main forces in the direction of Kajani, with the next task to reach the front Kemijarvi, ST. 
Kantiomjaki and to take possession of Oulu in the shortest possible time. d) the 14th Army -... together 
with the Northern Fleet to destroy the enemy's troops, to take possession of the Fisher and Sredni 
peninsulas and the Pecenga area, to simply fortify itself in this area and to ensure from the south, not to 


allow the supply of live force and armament from the Norwegian port of Kirkenes, but also the landing 
of landing troops on the coast of Murmansk. 3. tasks of the air forces a) with the aim of complete air 
domination of our air forces to destroy the enemy's air forces and airfields by simultaneous and 
concentrated strikes on established bases and airfields. b) with successive attacks on railroad nodes, bases 
and military-industrial objects to interrupt railroad transport and the work of defense and other 
important objects. ... 4. tasks of the naval fleet a) to destroy the enemy's navy. b) to blockade the ports of 
Finland, not to permit the resupply of troops and war equipment. d) to capture the islands of Gogland, 
Lawensaari, B. Tjumers, and Seskar. e) to prepare a landing detachment consisting of not less than one 
rifle regiment for setting down on the northern shore of the Gulf of Finland for a special mission of the 
High Command.| ... (f) ... not to permit the access of international vessels or the landing of international 
troops in the Aeland Islands. ..." 


Analysis of the operational tasks assigned to Red Army troops and the naval fleet in the directive of 
November 17, 1939, reveals that the war aims of the Soviet Union's so-called Winter War went far 
beyond the above account, still propagated today by conservative Russian historiography, of wanting to 
avert threats to Leningrad and provocations on the borders with Finland. Obviously, the war against 
Finland was intended to: m to destroy with great determination the land, air, and naval forces and the 
fortified spaces of Finland, to take possession of large parts of Finnish territory, and to be able to exercise 
control over the whole of Finland by the capture of Helsinki; m to broaden the basis for unrestricted 
action by the Northern Fleet by seizing the port of Pecenga (Petsamo) and the Finnish parts of the 
Fishermen's and Sredni Peninsulas, and to secure permanently the strategically important railroad line to 
Murmansk; m to strengthen the naval supremacy of the Baltic Red Banner Fleet in the Finnish as well as 
in the Gulf of Bothnia and the eastern Baltic Sea by establishing bases from Finnish territory (e. g. e.g. 
Hanko Peninsula and other islands) and to prevent m the economic and military support of Finland and 
the armed forces, especially from the Norwegian port of Kirkenes and across the land and sea borders, 
by sealing the borders and cutting off existing communications. On November 29, 1939, the USSR 
government terminated the Soviet-Finnish nonaggression treaty and recalled its diplomatic 
representatives from Finland. On November 30, 1939, the provided troops of the Leningrad Military 
District began attacking Finland simultaneously in all ordered directions. On the same day, the Finnish 
government declared war. Map 1.4 (cf. p. 30) The Soviet Union's claim that it had to eliminate a threat 
from Finland becomes a legend in the face of the Red Army's formidable superiority. After all, by the 
end of March 1940, the Red Army was able to create a force ratio of 6.5 to 1 in manpower, 14 to 1 in 
artillery, 20 to 1 in aircraft, and 56 to 1 in tanks against the Finnish Army on the Karelian Isthmus. 8 
Despite the large nickel deposits present in the Petsamo area and also Finnish cellulose production 
(necessary for the manufacture of explosives), the territory of Finland, with its population of about 3.7 
million (1940), was a vast deserted and difficult-to-pass space. Thus, it becomes clear that the war 
against Finland was waged primarily because of its extraordinary strategic importance as the northern 
flank of the planned theater of war. It was intended to create the desired apron in the northern area and 
to develop the northern flank as a deployment area as well as to create freedom of action for the Baltic 
Red Banner Fleet and the Northern Sea Fleet. The military strategic objective of the Winter War is 
also evidenced by the measures initiated immediately after the end of the war by the Red Army for the 
military use of the annexed terrain. As early as the summer of 1940, the expansion of a base of the 
Baltic Red Banner Fleet, the stationing of a special rifle brigade and a railroad gun battery, as well as a 
large number of special construction and engineer battalions, began on the Hanko Peninsula using the 
harbor. 9 (See VI Chapter, Deployment, Stage I) Due to a whole series of different causes such as: m the 
inadequate preparation of the Red Army for warfare in polar conditions and for overcoming extended 


lines of defense; 


- the stalling, tenacious and valiant resistance of the Finnish army, but also 

- threatened political and economic sanctions up to military strikes by a large number of countries, 
especially France, England, and also the United States, the operational tasks set by the directive of 
November 17, 1939, were only partially achieved. On March 12, 1940, the USSR and Finland signed a 
peace treaty in Moscow, including an additional protocol, and ceased hostilities on March 13, 1940. 
With this treaty, the Soviet Union extorted from Finland a substantial terrain gain, far beyond the 
territory militarily occupied during the hostilities. Finland lost the entire Karelian Isthmus, the 
economically most developed area of Vyborg- Priozersk- Sortawala- Suorjarwi between Lake Ladoga 
and Lake Onega, as well as a considerable area of about 5,000 square kilometers in the north of Finland. 
Likewise, the previously Finnish part of the Fischer and Sredni peninsulas had to be ceded and the 
Hanko peninsula with the adjacent islands leased to the Soviet Union for 30 years. Only the strategically 
important ice-free port of Pecenga with the nickel mines in this area was vacated by the Red Army 
when the treaty was concluded. Quite obviously, Stalin did not want to mess with Great Britain any 
more than was absolutely necessary, since the mining rights for the nickel deposits were in Canadian 
possession. Since the large cellulose plant was also initially awarded to Finland, it is proven that 
resource-strategic considerations played no role in the attack on Finland, even if at a later date the plant 
was still incorporated by a new forced border demarcation. Postwar Soviet propaganda reduced the first 
Soviet-Finnish war (Winter War) mainly to the breakthrough through the Mannerheim Line. This was 
done in order to make credible the justification of the invasion of Finland as a necessary measure to 
eliminate the threat to Leningrad, but also to give a justification for the huge losses of the Red Army. 
Above all, it was possible to obscure the military strategic objective of this war to prepare the northern 
theater of war and to present it as a localized measure to increase the security of Leningrad. Official 
historiography gave as reasons for the conduct of the Finnish campaign: m the Finnish reaction, the 
most reactionary representatives of the bourgeoisie and the landowners, had entered into an alliance 
with the enemies of the Soviet Union, the French, English, American 

and German imperialists; m the visit of the Karelian isthmus and the Mannerheim Line by English, 
Swedish and German military officers proved that Finland was to be developed on land and at sea as a 
deployment area against the Soviet Union; m furthermore, "The entrance into the Gulf of Finland ... 
unprotected, threatened the Soviet fleet stationed in the gulf. Murmansk, the Soviet Union's only ice- 
free port in the north, was also unprotected, for the Fishermen's and Sredni Peninsulas offshore from it 
belonged in part to Finland. "m In November 1939, anti-Soviet hysteria had been carried to extremes 
and the Finnish military clique had carried out provocative acts to the point of shelling Soviet troops 
near Leningrad. 10 A careful examination of Maps I.4 and I.6, however, shows that the objective of 
using the Winter War to create strategically favorable positions on the western theater of the war for a 
planned Red Army attack into Central Europe/Germany was not fully achieved on the northern flank, 
as the war aims against Finland were only partially achieved. This view is particularly clearly confirmed 
by comparison with the gains in terrain made in June 1940 in the western direction by the seizure of the 
Baltic countries of Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia, and in Bessarabia and Bukovina. 


June 17, 1940 - Annexation of the Baltic States Interesting for assessing the character and objective of 
the action against the Baltic States is the wording in an official material of the Russian State Military 
Archives from 2007, in which the invasion of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia is referred to as the "Baltic 
Campaign." The occupation was carried out in stages. The report of a special Foreign Office command 
on Estonia states, "By March 1940, ...some 40,000 Russian troops were already in the country." 11 That 


is, months before the start of the campaign. Since the transfer of large contingents of troops must already 
be regarded as the beginning of the Red Army's deployment, some details of this campaign have been 
dealt with in Chapter VI, Deployment, Stage I. As reasons for carrying out the Baltic campaign, the 
official historiography stated: m after the independence of the Soviet republics of Estonia, Latvia and 
Lithuania, recognized by Lenin by decree as early as December 1918, the achievements of Soviet power 
were violently smashed by troops of the Interveners and White Guards; m the republics created with 
the help of foreign bayonets actively participated in the campaign against revolutionary Russia and 
launched a series of anti-Soviet provocations; m because of their favorable strategic position, England, 
France and fascist Germany tried to extend their spheres of influence to the Baltic states; m the 
bourgeois Baltic governments became the plaything of foreign powers and declared their readiness to 
participate in a war of Germany against the USSR despite their proclaimed neutrality; m the anti-people 
policy of the ruling circles aggravated the internal contradictions in the Baltic countries; m the 
Estonian, Latvian, and Lithuanian rulers began to sabotage the treaties concluded with the USSR, thus 
buying weapons and war materials in Germany; m there were provocations against Soviet garrisons in 
the Baltic countries. 12 On June 14, 1940, the USSR issued an ultimatum to the Lithuanian 
government and on June 16 to Latvia and Estonia. Red Army troops entered Lithuania on June 15 and 
Latvia and Estonia on June 17, 1940. June 28, 1940 - The campaign against Bessarabia and Bukovina 
The Bessarabian campaign of the Red Army is also dealt with in detail in Chapter VI, Deployment, 
Stage I, since it already fell into the period of the beginning deployment of the Red Army, but of course 
at the same time served to create the southern flank of the theater of war against Germany. As reasons 
for the execution of the Bessarabian campaign the official historiography gave: 


- the Romanian landowners and capitalists steered an anti-Soviet course; 

- the ruling classes made the country a staging area for the anti-Soviet policy of the Western powers; m 
the most important parties of the Romanian ruling classes, the National Peasant Party and the National 
Liberal Party, considered Romania as a base for a crusade against the USSR; 

- the fascization of the country was actively promoted by the parties; 

- since mid-April 1940, the Romanian reaction provoked a series of incidents on the Romanian-Soviet 
border; 

- the policy of the Romanian government endangered the security of the southwestern borders of the 
USSR; 

- the haste with which the ruling circles of Romania were approaching fascist Germany showed that the 
solution of the Bessarabian question would no longer tolerate any delay 

- the Soviet claim to cede Northern Bukovina was legitimate, first of all, because the people's Chechen 
of Bukovina, in accordance with the popular will, had already decided in November 1918 to reunite 
with Soviet Ukraine. 


On the evening of June 26, 1940, the Soviet government delivered an ultimatum and on June 28, 1940, 
the Red Army began its "liberation campaign" in Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina. 


Late 1940/early 1941 - The second planned Soviet-Finnish war. 


Stalin was by no means satisfied with the results of the Winter War. In his program, one unfulfilled 
item remained in northeastern Europe: Finland. After the successes in the Baltic States, the northern 
flank was now to be finally secured by the annexation of the rest of Finland. Asa result of the 
occupation of Denmark and Norway by the Wehrmacht, beginning on 09 April 1940, with the 


surrender of Norway on 10 June 1940, the northern direction gained additional weight for Stalin. In 
the interest of strengthening the northern flank of the USSR, it was now imperative to revise the 
moderate results of the first war against Finland. For the conduct of another war of the USSR against 
Finland, an operational document, "Considerations on the deployment of the armed forces of the Red 
Army in the event of war with Finland," was submitted to Stalin and Molotov by the People's 
Commissar for Defense, S. Timoshenko, and the Chief of the General Staff of the Red Army, K. 
Merezkov, on September 18, 1940. The operational idea of this plan provided: Quote I.5 (cf. p. 34). 


Quote I.5 

"1. to reliably seal off our borders during the concentration of troops; 2. To invade Central Finland by a 
blow from the Northwest Front via Savonlinna to Mikkeli and via Lappeenranta to Heinola, bypassing 
the fortifications laid out in the direction of Helsinki, and by a simultaneous blow from Vyborg via 
Simola against Helsinki, to smash the main forces of the Finnish Army and to take possession of the 
central part of Finland; To combine this blow with a strike against Helsinki from the Hanko Peninsula 
and with the action of the Baltic Fleet, decorated with the Order of the Red Banner, in the Gulf of 
Finland; 3. To strike simultaneously with the main blow of the northwestern front a blow in the 
direction of Rovaniemi -Kemi and on Oulu, in order, on reaching the coast of the Gulf of Bothnia, to 
cut off northern Finland and sever the communications of central Finland with Sweden and Norway; 4. 
By active action in the north in the first days of the war, to take away from Finland the port of Pecenga 
and close the Norwegian land frontier in the Pecenga-Nautsi section." 


14 This occupation would have given Stalin a completely free hand to develop the northernmost flank 
as a deployment base against Germany. On 05 October 1940, the "considerations ..." presented were 
confirmed by Stalin. Nevertheless, Stalin did not want to risk international protests, as in the case of the 
Winter War. He wanted to be sure of Hitler's approval. It is therefore not surprising that the subject of 
Finland played such a prominent role in the talks between Molotov and Hitler in Berlin on November 
12-13, 1940. Hitler, however, categorically rejected the waging of a second war by the Soviet Union 
against Finland, since his benevolent neutrality during the Winter War had already cost him dearly. 15 
Despite Hitler's firm rejection of a second Finnish war by the Soviet Union in the talks with Molotov, 
on November 25, 1940, the People's Commissar for Defense issued the following instruction to the 
commander-in-chief of the Leningrad Military District: "I order to begin drawing up a plan for the 
operational deployment of the troops of the Northwest Front. ... The Military Council as well as the 
staff of the Leningrad Military District are charged with the task of drawing up the following plans in 
the General Staff of the Red Army by February 15, 1941..." 16 The war aims of the planned second 
Soviet-Finnish war were already broader. The Finnish question was now to be finally resolved. 


Thus, the directive of November 25, 1940, specified as the main task: "The crushing of the armed forces 
of Finland, the gaining of control over its territory within the framework of the established delimitation, 
and the advance to the Gulf of Bothnia on the 45th day of the operation..." 17 By attacking Helsinki 

from three directions and capturing the capital, the plan was to break Finland not only militarily but also 
politically and, following the example of the Baltic States and Bessarabia, to incorporate Finland into the 
Soviet Union as well. Due to the opening of the war by the Wehrmacht on June 22, 1941, the so-called 


"Continuation War" took place from June 25, 1941 asa part of the Soviet Union's military 
confrontation with Finland. The Soviet Union was thus deprived of the possibility of an early expansion 
of Finnish territory as a theater of war on its northern flank. 18 The following map I.6 gives an overall 
view of the territories conquered by the Soviet Union in 1939 and 1940 and illustrates the westward 
shift of its borders by about 250 to 300 km. It can 

also be seen that the terrain gained by the Soviet-Finnish war was relatively small. Map 1.6 (cf. p. 36) 
The extent of the planned theater of war shown in this map was confirmed in Timoshenko's message of 
October 5, 1940, addressed to Stalin and Molotov, on the basis of which, following instructions from 
Stalin, the operational plan of September 18, 1940, was again specified. This message stated, "...To be 
used in connection therewith from the forces presently available: - for actions in the west (from the 
coast of the Barents Sea to the shore of the Black Sea) - 142 rifle, 7 motorized rifle, 16 armored and 10 
cavalry divisions, 15 armored brigades and 159 aviation squadrons." 19 The manner in which the Red 
Army proceeded to carry out the land seizure, but in particular the time limits for the enforcement of 
rigorous political demands made until the Red Army invaded, are presented in the following table: 
Table 1.7 (see p. 36) 20 As shown in this table, the Red Army generally acted in a raiding manner after 
covered partial mobilization and rapid concentration of attacking units. Economic, population, and 
power considerations aimed at expanding Sovietized space, as well as patriotic motives, may also have 
contributed to Stalin's decision to reconquer western Ukraine and western Belarus and to annex the 
Baltic states, as well as Bessarabia and Bukovina. However, Stalin's pronounced expansionist frenzy in 
the northwest, west, and southwest directions cannot be explained in this way. 


Table 1.7 Polish Campaign Winter War Finland Baltic Campaign Lithuania Baltic Campaign Latvia, 
Estonia Bessarabian Campaign no known documentable preceding demands November 28, 1939 
Termination of Soviet-Finnish Nonaggression Treaty June 14, 1940 Ultimatum to Lithuania June 16, 
1940 Ultimatum to Latvia June 16, 1940 Ultimatum to Lithuania June 16, 1940 June 1940 Ultimatum 
to Latvia and Estonia June 26, 1940 Ultimatum to Romania September 17, 1939 Start of Red Army 
attack November 30, 1939 Start of Red Army attack June 15, 1940 Entry of Red Army June 17, 1940 
Entry of Red Army June 28, 1940 Entry of Red Army 0 days 2 days 1 day 1 day 2 days 20 


With the multiplicity of most different justifications for the execution of the campaigns of the Red 
Army 1939/1940 one mixed obviously truths, partial truths and untruths, partially also self created 
pretexts, multicolored. Thus, the impression solidifies that the priority was the acquisition of the 
territories, their sovietization and their immediate military utilization. In the following, let us consider 
some strategically and operationally significant aspects of the creation of the theater of war advanced to 
the west. The strategic aspects of the creation of the theater of war Since Germany was at the center of 
all geostrategic planning of the supreme political and military leadership of the USSR, as was also 
regularly stated in all operational plans (see IX. Chapter, Operational Plans) of the General Staff of the 
Red Army, the buffer state Poland had to be eliminated first and a line of contact with the country of 
the main enemy had to be established, whereby at the same time the main combat area could be 
advanced 250 to 300 km to the west and a strategically extraordinarily favorable configuration of the 
border course for an offensive could be created. Moreover, the Red Army had come closer to the 
strategically valuable areas in Central Europe by these approximately 300 km. After the conquest of 
Finland, the winter war of 1939/1940 was to serve the securing of the northern flank as well as to 
facilitate the naval strategic planning for an entry of the Russian Northern Fleet into the North Sea and 
the North Atlantic. The incorporation of the Baltic States secured the advance of the Baltic Red Banner 
Fleet into the eastern Baltic, and East Prussia, in particular, could now be directly threatened by the 


occupation of Lithuania. This strategic objective in the direction of the Baltic Sea, and Baltic exits was 
ultimatively put forward by Molotov at his talks in November 1940. The incorporation of Bessarabia 
and Bukovina served to secure the flank in the south of the future theater of war, qualified the state of 
naval supremacy of the Russian Black Sea Fleet, secured access to the lower reaches of the Danube, and 
facilitated possible control of the Bosporus. A glance at the map shows that this land grab reduced, 
possibly even eliminated, a flank threat to the Red Army for its planned thrust into Central Europe. 
The Operational Aspects of the Creation of the Theater of War The theater of war created formed the 
basis of the Soviet Union's operational concept for a war in the West, as evidenced by all the operational 
plans of the Red Army General Staff since 19 August 1940 (draft). While the partial successes achieved 
by the Red Army in the Finnish campaign did not significantly improve the use of the Northern Fleet's 
combat capabilities in the Barents Sea, the military buildup at Hanko, the Aaland Islands, and the fleet 
bases gained through the Baltic campaign created exceptionally favorable conditions for naval operations 
by the Baltic Red Banner Fleet to achieve naval supremacy in the Gulf of Bothnia and the eastern Baltic 
Sea. Overall, the improved situation in the marginal seas created the possibility of conducting both 
independent operations by the USSR naval fleet and operations in cooperation with land forces, such as 
seaborne operations in East Prussia. 


The east-west extension of the bridgeheads of Belostok (about 160 km depth) and Lvov (about 100 km 
depth) reached far into the General Government and could allow the concentration of strong Red Army 
forces already at great depth of the enemy territory. The special configuration of the salient favored the 
planning of pincer-like and simultaneous operations of the Western and Southwestern Fronts to enclose 
parts of the Wehrmacht (enclosure operations) in the Radom - Lublin area. In particular, the frontal 
advance from Lvov created ideal conditions for the Red Army's planned main thrust, a crescent cut in 
the direction of Krakow-Breslau-Berlin, and thus for the encirclement of further German troops 
deployed in the Generalgouvernement as well as in East Prussia and the detachment of German 
Wehrmacht units deployed in the Balkans. While the relatively well-developed German defense 
system in East Prussia would have made an offensive operation by the Red Army more difficult and 
argued more for a defensive operation of the Northwest Front in that direction, the less developed 
terrain in the south of the Generalgouvernement between the southern foothills of the Pripjet area and 
the northern edge of the Carpathians was considered favorable for conducting successive offensive 
operations into the depths of Germany. The westward shift of the border with Germany by these 250 to 
300 km created the possibility of regrouping the air forces in the area close to the border (after 
construction of the required number of airfields) and subsequently of carrying out independent 
operations of the bomber forces in greater depth to the political, economic and armament centers of 
central Germany. Advancing the combat zone westward ensured the creation of forward operating 
bases to shorten supply lines to the troops. As a Danube riparian, operations by a quickly brought river 
flotilla up the Danube became possible. As explained here, the incorporation of the countries and 
territories in the northwest (in Finland with restrictions), west and southwest of the USSR resulted in a 
substantial improvement of strategic and operational possibilities for a possible war against Germany. Of 
extraordinary strategic importance to the Soviet Union were, of course, also the enormous war- 
economic possibilities of the expansion of this theater of war. Cutting off Germany from its sources of 
raw materials, vital to the war economy, was greatly facilitated by the USSR's land gains on the 
northern and southern flanks. Germany drew 50% of its ore requirements from Kiruna, Sweden, and 
depended on oil from Ploesti, Romania. Of course, the use of all additional economic, human and 
military resources (e.g. a number of combat-strong divisions) of the annexed countries and parts of the 


country was also of extraordinary strategic importance for the USSR. This is also the view of M. V. 
Sakharov: "The westward advance of the Soviet border improved the strategic position of our country." 


For the world public and its own population, this intention was propagandistically packaged in such 
acceptable slogans as "The expansion of the Soviet family of nations." According to the published 
documents, the Red Army, as well as local party and state organs, ordered energetic immediate measures 
for the military use of the new border strip, which had been advanced in the north, northwest, west and 
southwest directions. Decisive determinations on the concentrated expansion of the theater of war, 
differentiated according to the various directions of operation, were made on the basis of clarifications of 
the operational plan of September 18, 1940 by Stalin on October 5, 1940, according to the proposals of 
the USSR People's Commissar for Defense, S. Timoshenko. These proposals stated, "3. With the aim of 
further strengthening the forces, the People's Commissar for Defense: ... w) take immediate measures for 
the pioneering fortification of the northern and northwestern borders, in order to further release forces 
for the reinforcement of the main southwestern grouping at the expense of the reliable fortifications 
created; g) in the preparation of the theater of war in the southwest, direct the main attention to the 
development of railroads and airfields; ..." 23 With the confirmation of Timoshenko's above-mentioned 
proposals on 05 October 1940, Stalin finally established the southwest direction 

as the main direction for the deployment of shock armies and the conduct of an offensive 
("development of railroads and airfields") and the north and northwest directions for the conduct of 
initially defensive actions ("measures for the pioneering fortification of the northern and northwestern 
frontiers"). The following features characterized the infrastructural and pioneer development of the 
captured territories, which began immediately in the interests of the Red Army: m Utilization of all 
existing infrastructural elements, some of which were the most primitive, due to the retention in the 
newly gained border areas of a large part of the formations and units involved in the war against Poland, 
the aggression against Finland, the occupation of the Baltic States as well as Bessarabia and Bukovina, as 
well as by other forward deployed units; m Capture of a number of formations and units as well as their 
objects and facilities, especially in the annexed Baltic States, and their incorporation into the Red Army; 
m creation of a network of wartime commands for the immediate registration of all personnel and 
militarily significant material and technical resources of the new areas and their preparation for rapid 
mobilization; m Construction of various military objects, such as runways of the planned airfields, 
bunkers of the fortified spaces, camps, roads, bridges, paths, railways, unloading platforms, water intake 
points, repair bases and other facilities of military purpose; m Transfer of residential and farm/stable 
buildings, barns, cattle yards of sovkhozes and kolkhozes to the Red Army for the quartering of troops; 
m Confiscation of land and forest into a so called "State Land Fund" for use by the Red Army. m 
requisitioning of any buildings that are suitable in terms of type, location and transport connections for 
the accommodation of troops, command posts, rear security facilities such as camps, workshops or 
military hospitals, etc., e.g. castles, former monasteries, former monastery buildings, etc., m 
requisitioning of land and forest for a so-called "state land fund" for use for the construction of objects 
for military purposes, for airfields, as training and shooting ranges. m the conscription of hundreds of 
thousands of workers, peasants, tens of thousands of horse-drawn vehicles and the requisitioning of 
motor vehicles and construction machinery of all kinds for the implementation of military construction 
projects; for the short-term implementation of the construction of railroad lines alone, 128,000 people 
were deployed in February 1941 in the border strip of the White Mountains. 000 people in the border 
strips of the Byelorussian and Kiev Special Military Districts. m Conversion of local industries and 
trades to the production of materials required for pioneer expansion and their obligation to immediately 
supply the necessary masses, setting aside all civilian needs; m Provision of enormous financial resources 


intended exclusively for military purposes; m Use of the new spaces for planning and conducting troop 
exercises up to and including frontal assault operations with the aim of learning about and testing the 
expanded theater of war. 24 The focus of all operations, according to Stalin's above-mentioned directive 
of 05 October 1940, can be seen in the strategic directions southwest and west. The objects 
requisitioned for the accommodation of troops and facilities could be determined according to their 
location on the basis of the evaluated documents up to a depth of about 250 to 300 km from the new 
border line. The characteristic procedure was the short notice of the deadlines for the realization of the 
set tasks and the uncompromisingness of their enforcement, even if by far not all projects specified in the 
most diverse directives and instructions could be realized. The construction of airfields The westward 
shift of the borders by about 250 to 300 km resulting from the annexation of western Ukraine and 
western Belarus as well as Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia was intended, among other things, to achieve an 
adequate increase in the radius of action of the Red Army's air forces. However, the situation was 
extraordinarily unfavorable for the development of the air force groupings close to the border. 
Although there were 95 permanent airfields and 382 operational airfields in the western military 
districts, there were almost no airfields in a strip about 120 to 250 km east of the new border (between 
the Vilnius and Minsk meridians). As a result, the construction of new airfields began as early as 1939. 
As the following table shows, the initial plan was to build 135 more airfields by the first quarter of 1941. 
The total number of 612 airfields was to be reached. Then, however, it was intended to establish another 
143 airfields by the middle of 1941, thus raising the total number of airfields in the western military 
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About this book 


Schwipper, Bernd (2022-06-02T22:58:59.000). Germany in Stalin's sights: the path of the Red Army 
into the European War and the deployment of the Wehrmacht in 1941 (German Edition) (p. 14). 
Kindle Edition. Whoever tells the truth, the popular saying wishes him, among other things, a fast 
horse. There is a reason for that. It is not the case that truth is everywhere and always a valued asset. On 
the contrary, it is a heavy food, which is not tolerated by many and whose spread is fought. Truth is also 
not a self-runner, which could assert itself by own strength in the course of the time. The world has seen 
many truths that no one knows today. At some point they were no longer spoken, be it because they 
were simply forgotten, be it because no one had the courage to speak them anymore. It is necessary to 
state this once again, because completely regardless of these facts, which are known in themselves, 
today's society dawns on itself in questions about the contemporary history of the World War era in the 
mistaken belief that the truth in this case is, firstly, known and, secondly, is nurtured, secured and 
disseminated by a comprehensive system of university, academic historiography. In Germany in 
particular, both politics and the people derive an essential part of their identity from the belief in the 
world of the past, which is produced in this way and which is much invoked under the term "our 
history. Only under consideration of these circumstances it can be explained that the actual truth about 
the prehistory of the German Russian campaign of 1941 is so stubbornly veiled by the myth of an 
unprovoked invasion of the allegedly unprepared Soviet Russia. The average citizen, when asked about 
the more detailed circumstances of the German attack, is very likely to speak of habitat conquest plans 
of a German dictator as the cause and of German tank masses that rolled across the vast Russian plains 
without resistance. Asked about the more exact numerical proportions of the rolling material, he will 
assume a German superiority and never, ever get the idea that this ratio on the day of the beginning of 


the war actually stood at an astonishing 7:1 - in favor of the Soviet Union. Such numerical ratios play 
no role for wide areas of academic historiography. Instead, it has spread comparable ignorance about the 
political prehistory of "Unternehmen Barbarossa." Let us take an example of the excesses to which this 
has sometimes escalated. Some time ago, Rolf-Dieter Miiller, a long-time employee of the Military 
Historical Research Office and holder of a professorial title, published a book on "Hitler's Secret Plans 
for a War against the Soviet Union in 1939." Any hard-hitting evidence was not included in it. 

But the whole misery of this kind of historiography was revealed by a remark on page 79: "Reich 
Foreign Minister Constantin Frhr. von Neurath assured the American ambassador William C. Bullitt on 
May 18, 1936, that from Hitler's point of view the enmity to the USSR was insurmountable and that he 
wanted to remain quiet only until the western fortifications had been completed. "1 So the German 
foreign minister is supposed to have confidently announced to a US chief diplomat the imminent 
German attack on the USSR. Of course, this is flat wrong. If one looks up the place indicated, Neurath 
said, on the contrary, that the hostility was insurmountable because of the attitude of the USSR. This 
was so because, from Moscow's point of view, Germany would represent the essential obstacle to a 
communist conquest of Europe.2 On top of that, he was also right, as the author of these lines, among 
others, has already pointed out3 and for which further numerous proofs are presented in the present 
book by Bernd Schwipper. But apart from that, this episode illustrates the occasionally total alienation 
of contemporary academic publications from their subject matter. No historian with a solidly trained 
historical consciousness would formulate such a sentence, completely out of time, which makes the 
German foreign minister a traitor to his country and turns the world of thought of the German dictator 
into its opposite. A few weeks after the Neurath-Bullitt conversation, Hitler formulated this world of 
thought in the well-known "Denkschrift zum Vierjahresplan." The German armed forces would have 
to be ready for war in four years, was his conclusion at the end of the document. This is often quoted 
and even finds its way into school textbooks and information on political education, because it leads 
from the summer of 1936 to the vicinity of the fall of 1939 and therefore suggests a plan of attack. 
Almost never and certainly not in political education, on the other hand, is the preceding justification of 
the German dictator for this demand quoted. For which war should the German Wehrmacht be ready 
in four years? It should be ready for the defense against a Soviet attack. According to Hitler, Soviet 
communism was already in the process of deploying all the reserves of the largest country in the world 
under its control in preparation for such an attack. How and with which rates of increase this proceeded 
in detail, about it we learn quite a few news from Bernd Schwipper. Especially the operational plans of 
the Red Army in 1940 and 1941, the armament changes and the steady increase of the Soviet forces, as 
well as their command situation in the early summer of 1941 become visible in a partly completely new 
way. In doing so, the author relies on an unprecedented analysis of Soviet sources and takes into account 
the Russian-language research literature that is otherwise unnoticed in Germany. 

The result is clear: the Red Army wanted and was supposed to attack Germany in early July 1941. Its 
armament, deployment, operational planning, and command were geared to this goal - and to nothing 
else. It can be recalled at this point that the official state of research on Soviet attack plans was not 
always as bad in Germany as it is today. The 1990s saw some movement on this issue after the 
dissolution of the real socialist bloc. The then director of the German Historical Institute in Moscow, 
Professor Bernd Bonwetsch, summarized the state of knowledge about Soviet military preparations in 
2000 with the words: The order for the Red Army to attack could have been given "as of July 10, 1941 
- if Stalin really wanted to give it or had given it and if Hitler had not preempted it with his attack 
order. "4 Without Bonwetsch being able to bring himself to turn away from the conventional picture 
according to which aggression had nevertheless basically come from Germany, this was a partially 


accurate approach to the Soviet starting position. It soon became one of the rarely remembered truths. 
A Soviet attack stermin the beginning of July 1941 was also determined by an author who should not be 
forgotten here, because he caused a furor and a first breath of fresh air with his writings at the end of the 
1980s. Under the pseudonym Viktor Suvorov, the former Soviet agent Vladimir Rezun also let Russian 
sources speak, but without completely disclosing them.5 Bernd Schwipper, on the other hand, now 
presents a comprehensive analysis, considered in all points and carefully documented, with which the 
question of whether the German attack on the USSR in 1941 was a "preventive war" is once again 
answered with a justified yes on the basis of Russian sources. One can only wish the book a good fate 
and much resonance. Possibly then as a consequence in the German contemporary history research 
another circle of people than the truth lovers should strive for a fast horse. 


Stefan Scheil, August 2015 


Preface The sole aim of this study is the search for and uncovering of historical truth. Objectivity of 
observation requires to base the historical picture not on wishful thinking, but on objective incontestable 
historical facts, in order to work out a true picture of the real military-political events/processes starting 
from the facts. Also in the historiography the truth is at present probably more a function of the power 
as well as the political calculation of the in each case ruling parties. The winner still writes the history. 
With unbelievable, undoubtedly ideologically justified ignorance historical facts are overlooked in the 
present historiography, opinions are dogmatized and facts described in the sources, which do not fit into 
these dogmas, are completely disregarded. Chains of argumentation are put together according to one's 
own firmly held political positions, interpreted in a one-sided way, and thus the historical picture is 
distorted. The terms "Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union" and "Hitler's race-ideological war of 
extermination", which have accompanied us since our childhood and found their way into all history 
books as dogmas and still do today, cannot continue to exist (in this form and with these interpretations 
given to them), since they do not take into account the movement and development of the historical 
situation at that time in any way. They are ideologically determined terms. The evaluation of a large 
number of Russian documents permitted a sufficient depth of focus in the consideration of the historical 
processes in the run-up to the German-Soviet war. Since all core statements of the study are based on 
these Russian documents, all skeptics and critics are advised to first deal with these documents 
personally. It should already be pointed out in the preface that it was not possible to find a conclusive 
answer to all open questions in connection with the pre-war period of the German-Soviet war. 
Certainly, the complete opening of the archives, the access to all documents of the political and military 
leadership of the USSR as well as to the planning also of the military districts/ fronts, the armies and 
corps is a necessary condition for this. Knowing that the absolute truth cannot be achieved and that I do 
not claim it, I think that I have the obligation to at least come close to it, as far as the state of publication 
of the documents from the Russian archives and the documents available to me allow. Although it 
seems hardly possible to influence the historical consciousness of the majority of Germans with the 
results of the present work, as well as with the findings of a number of other historians, this attempt 
should nevertheless be made in the interest of historical truth. Last but not least, thanks are due to many 
friends for their assistance in obtaining the necessary literature, and to my wife Christel for her years of 
patience during my involvement with this study, without which this book would never have been 
written. 


May 18, 2015 
Dr. rer. mil. Bernd Schwipper 


Introduction The content of this study is the examination of the prewar period of the years 1939 to 
1941, preceding the outbreak of the German-Soviet War. Despite the recognition of the need for all- 
sidedness in the assessment of the subject matter to be examined, in view of the complexity of the facts, 
the almost endless abundance of political, economic, diplomatic, and military facts and contexts of that 
period, it was not attempted to provide an all-sided account of the prehistory of the German-Soviet 
War. In order to avoid any reproach of the contents of the following study with regard to a possibly 
inadmissible simplification or one-sidedness in the assessment of this extraordinarily complex situation 
in the immediate pre-war period, we would like to refer once again to the restrictive objective of this 
study, which consisted primarily in the analysis of the military-political facts. Other areas of the USSR, 
such as the development of interstate relations and contradictions, the development of the economy, 
international economic and trade relations, the substantive development of ideological and political- 
propagandistic work, the management of processes by the CPSU, the influence of the Commintern, 
diplomatic activities, etc., were only touched upon as necessary, based on the consideration that these 
political and economic areas had already been adequately examined by other authors. The underlying 
sources The core of the sources used for this study consists of more than 2,400 published Russian 
documents, more than 650 reconnaissance reports and information, and 467 Red Army reports on the 
status of mobilization readiness, etc. In particular, documents from the Archives of the President of the 
Russian Federation, the Russian State Military Archives, the Foreign Policy Archives of the Russian 
Federation and the Archives of the Reconnaissance Service of the Russian Federation (1998 edition), 
documents of military reconnaissance (Moscow 2008), the National Archives of the Republic of Belarus 
(Minsk 2007) and documents of the Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation and the Republic of 
Belarus (Moscow 2006) found their way into this research. 


These publications are basically transcripts of the original documents, the release of which took place 
primarily under President Yeltsin. However, highly explosive documents or parts of documents with 
compromising content were not published, the maps and appendices are missing for all documents, and 
documents from the so-called "Red Packages" are not accessible. In the era of President Putin, access to 
the archived documents was again made more difficult. Fortunately, in May 2015, extensive German 
documents were digitized and published on the Internet, some of which could still be incorporated. A 
large number of specialist and non-fiction books from the Soviet and post-Soviet era, both critical and 
apologetic contemporary Russian literature, as well as related articles published in various Russian 
military history journals and magazines, and descriptions of the historical processes were also 
incorporated. The approximately 40 memoirs published by Soviet generals and officers, some of which 
were available to the author in the original, could only be used with regard to some quotations and facts. 
Figures contained in these memoirs, on the other hand, often deviate substantially from those of the 
analyzed documents, since the historical contexts were only allowed to be considered in compliance 
with normative guidelines, which were worked out by historiographical institutes at Stalin's request. 
Also, the account of the pre-war period of the German-Soviet war was often completely omitted. The 
comparative view of the actions of the Wehrmacht was based on Halder's records, the war diaries of the 
High Commands of the Wehrmacht and the Army, the war diaries of the Naval War Command, the 
reports of the High Command of the Wehrmacht including the special reports, the documents of the 
OKW, the OKH and Army Group B/Center digitized by the German Historical Institute Moscow, the 
statements of the generals in the trial before the International Military Tribunal in Nuremberg, as well 
as a number of press publications of the time that are still accessible. Essential facts and figures could be 
taken from the works of Mueller-Hillebrand, Philippi/Heim, Hubatsch and Tippelskirch, the memoirs 


of Warlimont, Kesselring, Guderian and others. The evaluation of a large number of chronicles and 
troop histories of the units transferred to the east in the pre-war period also yielded valuable insights. 
Nevertheless, those who believe that they can fall back on unadulterated source editions seem to be 
mistaken. This applies to both Russian and German sources. 


The occupation historiography has left its traces in the sources. This also applies to Halder's war diary. 
For example, Halder worked for the U.S. Army Historical Department from 1946 onward as head of a 
research group of up to 150 German officers in the preparation of war studies. Even the entry "Military 
Government Information Control License US-E 273" in his booklet " Hitler als Feldherr", published in 
1949, confirms the examination and approval by the US military control authorities. The war diaries of 
the naval warfare command carry in principle the registration by the British Admiralty (Part A, Vol. 10 
e.g.: "Case GE 110 PG 32030"). Thus, they contain only what was convenient for the victors. Even the 
first 33-page Bavarian School Atlas published in 1948 bears the entry "Approved for use in schools by 
Office of Military Government (U-S.), Education and Cultural Relations Division on 4/16/1947 GE- 
TA 350.01 (Germany)." In order to exclude a speculative approach to history on such bases, the author 
considered it appropriate 

to subject primarily undisputed figures and historically proven facts to analysis, to look for internal 
connections between the facts, to find the truth by comparing them with the statements of the various 
sources, and, in processing all the above-mentioned sources, to detect even the "quiet tones" hidden in 
the lines. A laudable exception are the documents of the High Commands of the Wehrmacht and the 
Army as well as of Army Group B/ Mitte, which were digitized by the German Historical Institute 
Moscow and put online in April 2015, the contents of which are by no means to be doubted. However, 
a pre-selection was also made here. Thus, the documents significant to the subject of this study and the 
short period of the pre-war period are extraordinarily sparse. Of the documents of Army Group 
B/Center, primarily meaningless reports and accounts, including those about document finds or losses, 
have been published. An objective truth, which in the opinion of the author is not attainable at all, can 
therefore also not offer the present study. However, to approach it maximally by an abundance of 
relative truths is already the goal of this study. Whether this was achieved, the reader may judge. 


The Method The author has by no means simply collected a multitude of figures and quotations, but has 
followed a strict analytical procedure according to dialectical principles and categories. In order to 
examine the military-political situation in the period preceding the German-Soviet war, a number of 
decisive fields of action were selected which are significant for answering the question "Who preceded 
whom or wanted to precede whom?" without aiming at an all-round consideration of all areas. The 
methodological approach and the fields of action considered by the author are shown in the following 
figure: SF = Conclusions Each chapter is concluded with conclusions. The explanations in the 
individual chapters follow the chronological sequence of events. Only in Chapter IX, Operational Plans, 
the analysis of the individual elements of the decision is carried out by means of horizontal sections 
through the individual elements of the operational plans of the General Staff of the Red Army, with the 
aim of identifying in this way development trends and differences, contrasts or contradictions, and 
arriving at accurate conclusions. The numbers, facts, circumstances and quotations serving the purpose 
of the study are not given with the aim to speak for themselves, but have an exemplary character, serve 
the analysis and evidence and thus the actual goal of the study, the further and deeper knowledge gain. 
In order to ensure understanding of the content of the individual chapters and to clarify their overall 
context, repetitions of some facts and statements in a number of chapters were unavoidable. For the 
sake of simplicity and because of the multiple repetitions of the operational plans, no mention is made of 


the full names of these plans/considerations, but only the designation "operational plan of ..." is used. 
The present work is a study, not a reader. Nevertheless, in order to ensure a certain readability and 
understanding of the interrelationships, graphs, tables and also longer passages, for example of 
quotations, have been incorporated into the running text and not put into appendices. With the same 
goal in mind, the author avoided abbreviations in the text; in tables, their use became unavoidable. In 
order to trace a realistic picture of the processes that objectively took place, the Red Army's attack 
preparations were considered in their differentiation and change. Translations The translations from 
Russian were provided by the author. In order to be able to understand the Russian documents in their 
entirety, the translations were largely word-for-word, even if this meant that stylistic compromises were 
sometimes necessary in German. Some translations (e.g. of the operational plans or of directives and 
instructions) correspond to the linguistic usage, which sounds strange to the uninitiated, but is common 
in the military. If, for example, the translation of the operational plans says "to have", "to inflict", "to 
destroy", in military usage the entire statements/orders are always mentally preceded by the formulation 
"I suggest...", "I order...", etc. 


Transcriptions of the Russian alphabet were made according to the Russian-German dictionary by 
Daum/Schenk. Figures Because of the variety of contradictory figures published in the literature about 
the Red Army, almost without exception all figures about the Red Army put into tables by the author 
and other figures were taken from Russian documents. For the Wehrmacht only those figures were 
used, which are mentioned in the sources. Figures from memoirs and various historical works (e.g., 
regarding the number of divisions of the Red Army) were not taken into account, since the times or 
conditions under which they apply were rarely described, or they were often not considered in their 
movement and development in the course of the war preparation period of the USSR or the 
deployment of the Red Army. Place names In view of the change of place names caused by the 
historical development (e.g.: Lviv - Lvov - Lviv; German - Russian - Ukrainian) these were used 
according to the time and the documents and transcribed according to the dictionary Daum/Schenk. 
Place names in excerpts from German documents or from the point of view of the Wehrmacht are 
designated in German, e.g. not Lwow, but Lemberg. Orthography The author has followed the 
computer correction program and the Duden edition 2000 to the new regulation of the German 
orthography. In the case of quotations from German-language documents, the original spelling 
contained in these documents was retained, e.g.: "..., that..." In the case of quotations translated from 
Russian, the new rules have been applied. All quotations are written in italics. 


I. Chapter The Creation and Development of the Strategic Deployment Area/The Theater of War A 
theater of war is understood as the territory (land, air and sea) on which the armed forces solve strategic 
tasks in war. 1 For the conduct of war operations, the character of the theater of war is of paramount 
importance. Its size and configuration, geographical characteristics, special features favoring or hindering 
the conduct of offensive or defensive operations, the possibilities for securing the flanks, the availability 
of resources of all kinds to supply the armed forces, the condition of infrastructure elements (railroads, 
roads, bridges, waterways, airfields, communications, etc.), economic structure, population density, 
climate and weather conditions have a decisive influence on the planning of hostilities and the manner 
of their conduct. 1. the creation of the theater of war Despite existing non-aggression treaties, the 
USSR, in the slipstream of the German-Polish war as well as the following European war, began a series 
of military activities in the western theater of war from September 17, 1939, which were usually 
referred to as campaigns in the documents of the General Staff of the Red Army as well as in the 
memoirs of contemporary witnesses. Table I.1 below records the campaigns conducted or planned by 


the Soviet Union in all directions of the Western theater of war virtually without breaks in operations: 


Table 1.1 Beginning of the campaign Occupied territories September 17, 1939 November 1939 to 
March 13, 1940 April 1940 June 17, 1940 June 28, 1940 July to early September 1940 Possibly late 
1940/early 1941 "Polish campaign," occupation of western Belarus and western Ukraine First Soviet- 
Finnish war, gen. "Winter War", occupation of parts of Finland Transfer of considerable troop 
contingents to the Kiev Special and Odessa Military Districts in preparation for the Bessarabian 
Campaign, and to the Crimea/Caucasus area to defend the oil regions around Baku/Batumi against 
expected British and French bombing raids "Baltic Campaign", Military occupation of the Baltic states 
of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia "Bessarabian Campaign", occupation of Bessarabia and Bukovina 
Concentration of strong forces in the Leningrad, Baltic Special and Western Special Military Districts 
for a planned "East Prussian Campaign" Second planned Soviet-Finnish war, gen. "Continuation War" 


Let us look at the Red Army campaigns mentioned in Table I.1 in a little more detail, without going 
into details of the political, economic and diplomatic processes that took place in the run-up to them. 


September 17, 1939 - The Polish Campaign of the USSR The decision to initiate partial mobilization 
was made on September 6, 1939, i.e., the entry into the German-Polish war was foreseen at this time at 
the latest. At this early date, however, there could be no question of a threat to the ethnic Belarusian or 
Ukrainian population by the Wehrmacht, as was argued. The triggering of the covered partial 
mobilization (cf. Chapter HI, Mobilization) took place on September 7, 1939, camouflaged under the 
pretext of carrying out "large-scale training exercises". On September 9, 1939, the People's Commissar 
for Defense of the USSR, K. E. Voroshilov, and the Chief of the General Staff of the Red Army, B. M. 
Shaposhnikov, issued the order on the covert deployment of the assault groupings of troops of the 
Byelorussian and Kiev Special Military Districts and their concentration in the border area until 
September 11, 1939. To carry out the operations, on September 11, 1939, the General Staff of the Red 
Army formed two fronts: on the base of the Byelorussian Special Military District, the Byelorussian 
Front, in the inventory the 3rd, 4th, 10th, and 11th Armies, the 23rd Independent Rifle Corps, and a 
mechanized cavalry group; and on the base of the Kiev Special Military District, the Ukrainian Front, in 
the inventory 

the 5th, 6th, and 12th Armies.2 The Wehrmacht, whose attack on Poland had begun on 01 September 
1939, reached the line Lvov - Vladimir-Volynsky - Brest - Belostok on 16 September 1939. Obviously 
due to the unexpectedly rapid advance of the Wehrmacht, without waiting for the complete 
concentration of all troops, especially those of the Belorussian Special Military District, the attack of the 
Red Army with advance divisions and mobile armored and cavalry units took place at 05:40 on 17 
September 1939. The operational method envisaged was a determined attack on a broad front followed 
by a deep division of the Polish defenses and their destruction in parts with the aim of wearing down the 
opposing Polish remnant troops with a lightning strike. In the course of 12 days the Red Army troops 
advanced about 250 to 350 km at an average attack speed of 21-29 km/day and reached the line 
Belostok - Brest - Lvov - Stryi. The total number of forces and means employed by all sides in the 
German-Polish-Russian war is shown in the following table: 


Table 1.2 Number of Forces and Means Deployed By Germany By Poland By Soviet Union Number of 
Divisions of which Armored Divisions Number of Tanks Number of Combat Aircraft 62 7 2800 2000 
39 None 870 (with small tanks) 407 Approx. 73.5 3 1 PzK., 10 PzBr. None Data None Data. 


As shown, such a powerful grouping of Soviet troops was formed on the border with Poland, which 
proves that the tasks of the troops were not only to "protect the brotherly Belarusian and Ukrainian 
people", but to crush the armed remnants of Poland and occupy the western territories of Belarus and 
Ukraine. Possibly, according to the created balance of forces, even a possible confrontation with the 
Wehrmacht was not excluded. This consideration is by no means absurd, as the Ministry of Defense of 
the Russian Federation stated in a 2006 publication, "...that some Soviet commanders could have 
imagined being allies of the Poles in the joint struggle against the Germans." 4 Since the Wehrmacht 
had already reached the above-mentioned line on September 16, 1939, the war could thus be considered 
won for Germany and only remnants of the Polish Army remained to be fought, the enormous use of 
force by the Red Army on September 17, 1939, can only be understood if one starts from the 
consideration that Stalin seemed willing not to avoid a confrontation with the Wehrmacht and to stop 
its further advance militarily if necessary. With the treaty of September 28, 1939 between the USSR 
and Germany, the western border of the USSR was bindingly fixed approximately on the Curzon Line 
recognized at that time by England, France, the USA and Poland. Thus, the USSR received an 
additional territory of 190,000 square kilometers of western Belarus and western Ukraine, advanced 
towards the west, with a population of 12 million people, including 6 million Ukrainians and 3 million 
Belarusians. The official Soviet historiography gave the following as reasons for carrying out the Polish 
campaign: m the Polonization of the annexed western Belarusian and western Ukrainian territories by 
the Polish rulers (such as the closure of Ukrainian and Belarusian schools, the transformation of 
Orthodox places of worship into Catholic churches, the taking away of rightful land ownership and its 
transfer to Polish colonists); m the violent suppression by Poland's ruling circles of the growing national 
liberation movement of Ukrainians and Belarusians and their demand for annexation to the Soviet 
Belarusian and Ukrainian republics; m the preparation of a war of conquest against the Soviet Union by 
the reactionary Polish rulers as a last resort; m the concern for the safety of the Ukrainians and 
Belarusians residing in that part of Poland. It goes on to say, "It was a genuine liberation campaign; its 
aim was to liberate the population of western Ukraine and western Belarus and to prevent the fascists 
from advancing further east." 5 Today's presentation of these events in historiography proves their pliant 
adaptation to the spirit of the times and the falsification of historical events. Whereas as late as October 
31, 1939, Molotov described the Polish campaign of the Red Army as a "blow" which, together with 
the thrust of the German troops, had led to the disintegration of the Polish state, that "freak of the 
Versailles Treaty," today it is said that "the towns and villages of the western Ukrainian and western 
Belorussian territories were now free from the danger of German occupation." 6 Immediately after the 
successful conclusion of the Polish campaign, as early as November 14, 1939, by means of Order No. 
0177 of the USSR People's Commissar for Defense, the White Russian Front was transferred back to 
the White Russian Special Military District and the Ukrainian Front to the Kiev Special Military 
District, with the inclusion of the respective territories of Western White Russia and Western Ukraine. 
The cause of these actions, carried out with particular haste, can be seen in the shift of the center of 
gravity of military operations to the northern direction. November 30, 1939 - The USSR's aggression 
against Finland On November 17, 1939, the People's Commissar for Defense handed over to the 
Military Council of the Leningrad Military District Directive No. 0205/op on the preparation of 
aggression against Finland. The USSR's first war against Finland (November 30, 1939-March 13, 1940) 
was launched with the officially stated goal of averting the alleged threat to Leningrad posed by the 
Finnish Army, as well as preventing further provocations on the Soviet-Finnish border. However, the 
following excerpts from the directive of the Red Army General Staff to the Leningrad Military District 
of November 17, 1939, demonstrate the real objective of this aggression: 


Quote I.3 6 History of the Great Patriotic War of the Soviet Union, Berlin 1962, p. 259."1. On the 
outcome of the "X." Day 1939 to complete the concentration of the troops of the district in accordance 
with instructions given earlier, and in cooperation with the Baltic Red Banner Fleet and the Northern 
Sea Fleet to be ready for a determined attack with the aim of destroying in the shortest possible time the 
opposing land forces and naval fleet of the enemy. 2. at dawn of the 2nd day after "X" 1939 to proceed 
simultaneously with the troops of the land, air and naval forces to a determined attack with the tasks: a) 
of the 7th Army - ... concentrated on the Karelian Isthmus, with a powerful blow in cooperation with 
the air forces to destroy the troops of the enemy, to take possession of his fortified space on the Karelian 
Isthmus, to reach the front Priozersk-Antrea-Vyborg. The further task: in cooperation with parts of the 
8th Army to develop the attack in the direction of Lahti-Hyvinkaa-Helsinki. b) of the 8th Army -... 
concentrated in the area of Maselka-Vidlitza-Prjacha, with the main forces by a determined attack in 
the direction of Sortawala to destroy the opposing enemy, with the next task to reach the front 
Korpiselka-Vjartsilja-Sortawala. Further, in cooperation with the 7th Army to attack in the direction of 
Mikkeli, to secure its own right flank in the direction of Kuopiu, to establish the connection with the 
9th Army. c) the 9th Army -... while securing its own flanks, to destroy the enemy's troops, to act with 
the main forces in the direction of Kajani, with the next task to reach the front Kemijirvi, ST. 
Kantiomjaki and to take possession of Oulu in the shortest possible time. d) the 14th Army -... together 
with the Northern Fleet to destroy the enemy's troops, to take possession of the Fisher and Sredni 
peninsulas and the Pecenga area, to simply fortify itself in this area and to ensure from the south, not to 
allow the supply of live force and armament from the Norwegian port of Kirkenes, but also the landing 
of landing troops on the coast of Murmansk. 3. tasks of the air forces a) with the aim of complete air 
domination of our air forces to destroy the enemy's air forces and airfields by simultaneous and 
concentrated strikes on established bases and airfields. b) with successive attacks on railroad nodes, bases 
and military-industrial objects to interrupt railroad transport and the work of defense and other 
important objects. ... 4. tasks of the naval fleet a) to destroy the enemy's navy. b) to blockade the ports of 
Finland, not to permit the resupply of troops and war equipment. d) to capture the islands of Gogland, 
Lawensaari, B. Tjumers, and Seskar. e) to prepare a landing detachment consisting of not less than one 
rifle regiment for setting down on the northern shore of the Gulf of Finland for a special mission of the 
High Command. ... (f) ... not to permit the access of international vessels or the landing of international 
troops in the Aeland Islands. ..." 


Analysis of the operational tasks assigned to Red Army troops and the naval fleet in the directive of 
November 17, 1939, reveals that the war aims of the Soviet Union's so-called Winter War went far 
beyond the above account, still propagated today by conservative Russian historiography, of wanting to 
avert threats to Leningrad and provocations on the borders with Finland. Obviously, the war against 
Finland was intended to: m to destroy with great determination the land, air, and naval forces and the 
fortified spaces of Finland, to take possession of large parts of Finnish territory, and to be able to exercise 
control over the whole of Finland by the capture of Helsinki; m to broaden the basis for unrestricted 
action by the Northern Fleet by seizing the port of Pecenga (Petsamo) and the Finnish parts of the 
Fishermen's and Sredni Peninsulas, and to secure permanently the strategically important railroad line to 
Murmansk; m to strengthen the naval supremacy of the Baltic Red Banner Fleet in the Finnish as well as 
in the Gulf 

of Bothnia and the eastern Baltic Sea by establishing bases from Finnish territory (e. g. e.g. Hanko 
Peninsula and other islands) and to prevent m the economic and military support of Finland and the 
armed forces, especially from the Norwegian port of Kirkenes and across the land and sea borders, by 
sealing the borders and cutting off existing communications. On November 29, 1939, the USSR 


government terminated the Soviet-Finnish nonaggression treaty and recalled its diplomatic 
representatives from Finland. On November 30, 1939, the provided troops of the Leningrad Military 
District began attacking Finland simultaneously in all ordered directions. On the same day, the Finnish 
government declared war. Map 1.4 (cf. p. 30) The Soviet Union's claim that it had to eliminate a threat 
from Finland becomes a legend in the face of the Red Army's formidable superiority. After all, by the 
end of March 1940, the Red Army was able to create a force ratio of 6.5 to 1 in manpower, 14 to 1 in 
artillery, 20 to 1 in aircraft, and 56 to 1 in tanks against the Finnish Army on the Karelian Isthmus. 8 
Despite the large nickel deposits present in the Petsamo area and also Finnish cellulose production 
(necessary for the manufacture of explosives), the territory of Finland, with its population of about 3.7 
million (1940), was a vast deserted and difficult-to-pass space. Thus, it becomes clear that the war 
against Finland was waged primarily because of its extraordinary strategic importance as the northern 
flank of the planned theater of war. It was intended to create the desired apron in the northern area and 
to develop the northern flank as a deployment area as well as to create freedom of action for the Baltic 
Red Banner Fleet and the Northern Sea Fleet. The military strategic objective of the Winter War is 
also evidenced by the measures initiated immediately after the end of the war by the Red Army for the 
military use of the annexed terrain. As early as the summer of 1940, the expansion of a base of the 
Baltic Red Banner Fleet, the stationing of a special rifle brigade and a railroad gun battery, as well as a 
large number of special construction and engineer battalions, began on the Hanko Peninsula using the 
harbor. 9 (See VI Chapter, Deployment, Stage I) Due to a whole series of different causes such as: m the 
inadequate preparation of the Red Army for warfare in polar conditions and for overcoming extended 
lines of defense; 


- the stalling, tenacious and valiant resistance of the Finnish army, but also 

- threatened political and economic sanctions up to military strikes by a large number of countries, 
especially France, England, and also the United States, the operational tasks set by the directive of 
November 17, 1939, were only partially achieved. On March 12, 1940, the USSR and Finland signed a 
peace treaty in Moscow, including an additional protocol, and ceased hostilities on March 13, 1940. 
With this treaty, the Soviet Union extorted from Finland a substantial terrain gain, far beyond the 
territory militarily occupied during the hostilities. Finland lost the entire Karelian Isthmus, the 
economically most developed area of Vyborg- Priozersk- Sortawala- Suorjarwi between Lake Ladoga 
and Lake Onega, as well as a considerable area of about 5,000 square kilometers in the north of Finland. 
Likewise, the previously Finnish part of the Fischer and Sredni peninsulas had to be ceded and the 
Hanko peninsula with the adjacent islands leased to the Soviet Union for 30 years. Only the strategically 
important ice-free port of Pecenga with the nickel mines in this area was vacated by the Red Army 
when the treaty was concluded. Quite obviously, Stalin did not want to mess with Great Britain any 
more than was absolutely necessary, since the mining rights for the nickel deposits were in Canadian 
possession. Since the large cellulose plant was also initially awarded to Finland, it is proven that 
resource-strategic considerations played no role in the attack on Finland, even if at a later date the plant 
was still incorporated by a new forced border demarcation. Postwar Soviet propaganda reduced the first 
Soviet-Finnish war (Winter War) mainly to the breakthrough through the Mannerheim Line. This was 
done in order to make credible the justification of the invasion of Finland as a necessary measure to 
eliminate the threat to Leningrad, but also to give a justification for the huge losses of the Red Army. 
Above all, it was possible to obscure the military strategic objective of this war to prepare the northern 
theater of war and to present it as a localized measure to increase the security of Leningrad. Official 
historiography gave as reasons for the conduct of the Finnish campaign: m the Finnish reaction, the 
most reactionary representatives of the bourgeoisie and the landowners, had entered into an alliance 


with the enemies of the Soviet Union, the French, English, American and German imperialists; m the 
visit of the Karelian isthmus and the Mannerheim Line by English, Swedish and German military 
officers proved that Finland was to be developed on land and at sea as a deployment area against the 
Soviet Union; m furthermore, "The entrance into the Gulf of Finland ... unprotected, threatened the 
Soviet fleet stationed in the gulf: Murmansk, the Soviet Union's only ice-free port in the north, was also 
unprotected, for the Fishermen's and Sredni Peninsulas offshore from it belonged in part to Finland. "m 
In November 1939, anti-Soviet hysteria had been carried to extremes and the Finnish military clique 
had carried out provocative acts to the point of shelling Soviet troops near Leningrad. 10 A careful 
examination of Maps I.4 and 1.6, however, shows that the objective of using the Winter War to create 
strategically favorable positions on the western theater of the war for a planned Red Army attack into 
Central Europe/Germany was not fully achieved on the northern flank, as the war aims against Finland 
were only partially achieved. This view is particularly clearly confirmed by comparison with the gains 
in terrain made in June 1940 in the western direction by the seizure of the Baltic countries of Lithuania, 
Latvia, and Estonia, and in Bessarabia and Bukovina. 


June 17, 1940 - Annexation of the Baltic States Interesting for assessing the character and objective of 
the action against the Baltic States is the wording in an official material of the Russian State Military 
Archives from 2007, in which the invasion of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia is referred to as the "Baltic 
Campaign." The occupation was carried out in stages. The report of a special Foreign Office command 
on Estonia states, "By March 1940, ...some 40,000 Russian troops were already in the country." 11 That 
is, months before the start of the campaign. Since the transfer of large contingents of troops must already 
be regarded as the beginning of the Red Army's deployment, some details of this campaign have been 
dealt with in Chapter VI, Deployment, Stage I. As reasons for carrying out the Baltic campaign, the 
official historiography stated: m after the independence of the Soviet republics of Estonia, Latvia and 
Lithuania, recognized by Lenin by decree as early as December 1918, the achievements of Soviet power 
were violently smashed by troops of the Interveners and White Guards; m the republics created with 
the help of foreign bayonets actively participated in the campaign against revolutionary Russia and 
launched a series of anti-Soviet provocations; m because of their favorable strategic position, England, 
France and fascist Germany tried to extend their spheres of influence to the Baltic states; m the 
bourgeois Baltic governments became the plaything of foreign powers and declared their readiness to 
participate in a war of Germany against the USSR despite their proclaimed neutrality; m the anti-people 
policy of the ruling circles aggravated the internal contradictions in the Baltic countries; m the 
Estonian, Latvian, and Lithuanian rulers began to sabotage the treaties concluded with the USSR, thus 
buying weapons and war materials in Germany; m there were provocations against Soviet garrisons in 
the Baltic countries. 12 On June 14, 1940, the USSR issued an ultimatum to the Lithuanian 
government and on June 16 to Latvia and Estonia. Red Army troops entered Lithuania on June 15 and 
Latvia and Estonia on June 17, 1940. June 28, 1940 - The campaign against Bessarabia and Bukovina 
The Bessarabian campaign of the Red Army is also dealt with in detail in Chapter VI, Deployment, 
Stage I, since it already fell into the period of the beginning deployment of the Red Army, but of course 
at the same time served to create the southern flank of the theater of war against Germany. As reasons 
for the execution of the Bessarabian campaign the official historiography gave: 


- the Romanian landowners and capitalists steered an anti-Soviet course; 

- the ruling classes made the country a staging area for the anti-Soviet policy of the Western powers; m 
the most important parties of the Romanian ruling classes, the National Peasant Party and the National 
Liberal Party, considered Romania as a base for a crusade against the USSR; 


- the fascization of the country was actively promoted by the parties; 

- since mid-April 1940, the Romanian reaction provoked a series of incidents on the Romanian-Soviet 
border; 

- the policy of the Romanian government endangered the security of the southwestern borders of the 
USSR; 

- the haste with which the ruling circles of Romania were approaching fascist Germany showed that the 
solution of the Bessarabian question would no longer tolerate any delay 

- the Soviet claim to cede Northern Bukovina was legitimate, first of all, because the people's Chechen 
of Bukovina, in accordance with the popular will, had already decided in November 1918 to reunite 
with Soviet 

Ukraine. 


On the evening of June 26, 1940, the Soviet government delivered an ultimatum and on June 28, 1940, 
the Red Army began its "liberation campaign" in Bessarabia and Northern Bukovina. 


Late 1940/early 1941 - The second planned Soviet-Finnish war. 


Stalin was by no means satisfied with the results of the Winter War. In his program, one unfulfilled 
item remained in northeastern Europe: Finland. After the successes in the Baltic States, the northern 
flank was now to be finally secured by the annexation of the rest of Finland. Asa result of the 
occupation of Denmark and Norway by the Wehrmacht, beginning on 09 April 1940, with the 
surrender of Norway on 10 June 1940, the northern direction gained additional weight for Stalin. In 
the interest of strengthening the northern flank of the USSR, it was now imperative to revise the 
moderate results of the first war against Finland. For the conduct of another war of the USSR against 
Finland, an operational document, "Considerations on the deployment of the armed forces of the Red 
Army in the event of war with Finland," was submitted to Stalin and Molotov by the People's 
Commissar for Defense, S. Timoshenko, and the Chief of the General Staff of the Red Army, K. 
Merezkov, on September 18, 1940. The operational idea of this plan provided: Quote I.5 (cf. p. 34). 


Quote I.5 

"1. to reliably seal off our borders during the concentration of troops; 2. To invade Central Finland by a 
blow from the Northwest Front via Savonlinna to Mikkeli and via Lappeenranta to Heinola, bypassing 
the fortifications laid out in the direction of Helsinki, and by a simultaneous blow from Vyborg via 
Simola against Helsinki, to smash the main forces of the Finnish Army and to take possession of the 
central part of Finland; To combine this blow with a strike against Helsinki from the Hanko Peninsula 
and with the action of the Baltic Fleet, decorated with the Order of the Red Banner, in the Gulf of 
Finland; 3. To strike simultaneously with the main blow of the northwestern front a blow in the 
direction of Rovaniemi -Kemi and on Oulu, in order, on reaching the coast of the Gulf of Bothnia, to 
cut off northern Finland and sever the communications of central Finland with Sweden and Norway; 4. 
By active action in the north in the first days of the war, to take away from Finland the port of Pecenga 
and close the Norwegian land frontier in the Pecenga-Nautsi section." 


14 This occupation would have given Stalin a completely free hand to develop the northernmost flank 
as a deployment base against Germany. On 05 October 1940, the "considerations ..." presented were 
confirmed by Stalin. Nevertheless, Stalin did not want to risk international protests, as in the case of the 
Winter War. He wanted to be sure of Hitler's approval. It is therefore not surprising that the subject of 
Finland played such a prominent role in the talks between Molotov and Hitler in Berlin on November 
12-13, 1940. Hitler, however, categorically rejected the waging of a second war by the Soviet Union 
against Finland, since his benevolent neutrality during the Winter War had already cost him dearly. 15 
Despite Hitler's firm rejection of a second Finnish war by the Soviet Union in the talks with Molotov, 
on November 25, 1940, the People's Commissar for Defense issued the following instruction to the 
commander-in-chief of the Leningrad Military District: "I order to begin drawing up a plan for the 
operational deployment of the troops of the Northwest Front. ... The Military Council as well as the 
staff of the Leningrad Military District are charged with the task of drawing up the following plans in 
the General Staff of the Red Army by February 15, 1941..." 16 The war aims of the planned second 
Soviet-Finnish war were already broader. The Finnish question was now to be finally resolved. 


Thus, the directive of November 25, 1940, specified as the main task: "The crushing of the armed forces 
of Finland, the gaining of control over its territory within the framework of the established delimitation, 
and the advance to the Gulf of Bothnia on the 45th day of the operation..." 17 By attacking Helsinki 
from three directions and capturing the capital, the plan was to break Finland not only militarily but also 
politically and, following the example of the Baltic States and Bessarabia, to incorporate Finland into the 
Soviet Union as well. Due to the opening of the war by the Wehrmacht on June 22, 1941, the so-called 
"Continuation War" took place from June 25, 1941 asa part of the Soviet Union's military 
confrontation with Finland. The Soviet Union was thus deprived of the possibility of an early expansion 
of Finnish territory as a theater of war on its northern flank. 18 The following map I.6 gives an overall 
view of the territories conquered by the Soviet Union in 1939 and 1940 and illustrates the westward 
shift of its borders by about 250 to 300 km. It can also be seen that the terrain gained by the Soviet- 
Finnish war was relatively small. Map 1.6 (cf. p. 36) The extent of the planned theater of war shown in 
this map was confirmed in Timoshenko's message of October 5, 1940, addressed to Stalin and Molotov, 
on the basis of which, following instructions from Stalin, the operational plan of September 18, 1940, 
was again specified. This message stated, "...To be used in connection therewith from the forces 
presently available: - for actions in the west (from the coast of the Barents Sea to the shore of the Black 
Sea) - 142 rifle, 7 motorized rifle, 16 armored and 10 cavalry divisions, 15 armored brigades and 159 
aviation squadrons." 19 The manner in which the Red Army proceeded to carry out the land seizure, 
but in particular the time limits for the enforcement of rigorous political demands made until the Red 
Army invaded, are presented in the following table: Table 1.7 (see p. 36) 20 As shown in this table, the 
Red Army generally acted in a raiding manner after covered partial mobilization and rapid 
concentration of attacking units. Economic, population, and power considerations aimed at expanding 
Sovietized space, as well as patriotic motives, may also have contributed to Stalin's decision to reconquer 
western Ukraine and western Belarus and to annex the Baltic states, as well as Bessarabia and Bukovina. 
However, Stalin's pronounced expansionist frenzy in the northwest, west, and southwest directions 
cannot be explained in this way. 


Table 1.7 Polish Campaign Winter War Finland Baltic Campaign Lithuania Baltic Campaign Latvia, 
Estonia Bessarabian Campaign no known documentable preceding demands November 28, 1939 
Termination of Soviet-Finnish Nonaggression Treaty June 14, 1940 Ultimatum to Lithuania June 16, 
1940 Ultimatum to Latvia June 16, 1940 Ultimatum to Lithuania June 16, 1940 June 1940 Ultimatum 


to Latvia and Estonia June 26, 1940 Ultimatum to Romania September 17, 1939 Start of Red Army 
attack November 30, 1939 Start of Red Army attack June 15, 1940 Entry of Red Army June 17, 1940 
Entry of Red Army June 28, 1940 Entry of Red Army 0 days 2 days 1 day 1 day 2 days 20 


With the multiplicity of most different justifications for the execution of the campaigns of the Red 
Army 1939/1940 one mixed obviously truths, partial truths and untruths, partially also self created 
pretexts, multicolored. Thus, the impression solidifies that the priority was the acquisition of the 
territories, their sovietization and their immediate military utilization. In the following, let us consider 
some strategically and operationally significant aspects of the creation of the theater of war advanced to 
the west. The strategic aspects of the creation of the theater of war Since Germany was at the center of 
all geostrategic planning of the supreme political and military leadership of the USSR, as was also 
regularly stated in all operational plans (see IX. Chapter, Operational Plans) of the General Staff of the 
Red Army, the buffer state Poland had to be eliminated first and a line of contact with the country of 
the main enemy had to be established, whereby at the same time the main combat area could be 
advanced 250 to 300 km to the west and a strategically extraordinarily favorable configuration of the 
border course for an offensive could be created. Moreover, the Red Army had come closer to the 
strategically valuable areas in Central Europe by these approximately 300 km. After the conquest of 
Finland, the winter war of 1939/1940 was to serve the securing of the northern flank as well as to 
facilitate the naval strategic planning for an entry of the Russian Northern Fleet into the North Sea and 
the North Atlantic. The incorporation of the Baltic States secured the advance of the Baltic Red Banner 
Fleet into the eastern Baltic, and East Prussia, in particular, could now be directly threatened by the 
occupation of Lithuania. This strategic objective in the direction of the Baltic Sea, and Baltic exits was 
ultimatively put forward by Molotov at his talks in November 1940. The incorporation of Bessarabia 
and Bukovina served to secure the flank in the south of the future theater of war, qualified the state of 
naval supremacy of the Russian Black Sea Fleet, secured access to the lower reaches of the Danube, and 
facilitated possible control of the Bosporus. A glance at the map shows that this land grab reduced, 
possibly even eliminated, a flank threat to the Red Army for its planned thrust into Central Europe. 
The Operational Aspects of the Creation of the Theater of War The theater of war created formed the 
basis of the Soviet Union's operational concept for a war in the West, as evidenced by all the operational 
plans of the Red Army General Staff since 19 August 1940 (draft). While the partial successes achieved 
by the Red Army in the Finnish campaign did not significantly improve the use of the Northern Fleet's 
combat capabilities in the 

Barents Sea, the military buildup at Hanko, the Aaland Islands, and the fleet bases gained through the 
Baltic campaign created exceptionally favorable conditions for naval operations by the Baltic Red 
Banner Fleet to achieve naval supremacy in the Gulf of Bothnia and the eastern Baltic Sea. Overall, the 
improved situation in the marginal seas created the possibility of conducting both independent 
operations by the USSR naval fleet and operations in cooperation with land forces, such as seaborne 
operations in East Prussia. 


The east-west extension of the bridgeheads of Belostok (about 160 km depth) and Lvov (about 100 km 
depth) reached far into the General Government and could allow the concentration of strong Red Army 
forces already at great depth of the enemy territory. The special configuration of the salient favored the 
planning of pincer-like and simultaneous operations of the Western and Southwestern Fronts to enclose 
parts of the Wehrmacht (enclosure operations) in the Radom - Lublin area. In particular, the frontal 
advance from Lvov created ideal conditions for the Red Army's planned main thrust, a crescent cut in 


the direction of Krakow-Breslau-Berlin, and thus for the encirclement of further German troops 
deployed in the Generalgouvernement as well as in East Prussia and the detachment of German 
Wehrmacht units deployed in the Balkans. While the relatively well-developed German defense 
system in East Prussia would have made an offensive operation by the Red Army more difficult and 
argued more for a defensive operation of the Northwest Front in that direction, the less developed 
terrain in the south of the Generalgouvernement between the southern foothills of the Pripjet area and 
the northern edge of the Carpathians was considered favorable for conducting successive offensive 
operations into the depths of Germany. The westward shift of the border with Germany by these 250 to 
300 km created the possibility of regrouping the air forces in the area close to the border (after 
construction of the required number of airfields) and subsequently of carrying out independent 
operations of the bomber forces in greater depth to the political, economic and armament centers of 
central Germany. Advancing the combat zone westward ensured the creation of forward operating 
bases to shorten supply lines to the troops. As a Danube riparian, operations by a quickly brought river 
flotilla up the Danube became possible. As explained here, the incorporation of the countries and 
territories in the northwest (in Finland with restrictions), west and southwest of the USSR resulted in a 
substantial improvement of strategic and operational possibilities for a possible war against Germany. Of 
extraordinary strategic importance to the Soviet Union were, of course, also the enormous war- 
economic possibilities of the expansion of this theater of war. Cutting off Germany from its sources of 
raw materials, vital to the war economy, was greatly facilitated by the USSR's land gains on the 
northern and southern flanks. Germany drew 50% of its ore requirements from Kiruna, Sweden, and 
depended on oil from Ploesti, Romania. Of course, the use of all additional economic, human and 
military resources (e.g. a number of combat-strong divisions) of the annexed countries and parts of the 
country was also of extraordinary strategic importance for the USSR. This is also the view of M. V. 
Sakharov: "The westward advance of the Soviet border improved the strategic position of our country." 


For the world public and its own population, this intention was propagandistically packaged in such 
acceptable slogans as "The expansion of the Soviet family of nations." According to the published 
documents, the Red Army, as well as local party and state organs, ordered energetic immediate measures 
for the military use of the new border strip, which had been advanced in the north, northwest, west and 
southwest directions. Decisive determinations on the concentrated expansion of the theater of war, 
differentiated according to the various directions of operation, were made on the basis of clarifications of 
the operational plan of September 18, 1940 by Stalin on October 5, 1940, according to the proposals of 
the USSR People's Commissar for Defense, S. Timoshenko. These proposals stated, "3. With the aim of 
further strengthening the forces, the People's Commissar for Defense: ... w) take immediate measures for 
the pioneering fortification of the northern and northwestern borders, in order to further release forces 
for the reinforcement of the main southwestern grouping at the expense of the reliable fortifications 
created; g) in the preparation of the theater of war in the southwest, direct the main attention to the 
development of railroads and airfields; ...". 23 With the confirmation of Timoshenko's above-mentioned 
proposals on 05 October 1940, Stalin finally established the southwest direction as the main direction for 
the deployment of shock armies and the conduct of an offensive ("development of railroads and 
airfields") and the north and northwest directions for the conduct of initially defensive actions 
("measures for the pioneering fortification of the northern and northwestern frontiers"). The following 
features characterized the infrastructural and pioneer development of the captured territories, which 
began immediately in the interests of the Red Army: m Utilization of all existing infrastructural 
elements, some of which were the most primitive, due to the retention in the newly gained border areas 
of a large part of the formations and units involved in the war against Poland, the aggression against 


Finland, the occupation of the Baltic States as well as Bessarabia and Bukovina, as well as by other 
forward deployed units; m Capture of a number of formations and units as well as their objects and 
facilities, especially in the annexed Baltic States, and their incorporation into the Red Army; m creation 
of a network of wartime commands for the immediate registration of all personnel and militarily 
significant material and technical resources of the new areas and their preparation for rapid mobilization; 
m Construction of various military objects, such as runways of the planned airfields, bunkers of the 
fortified spaces, camps, roads, bridges, paths, railways, unloading platforms, water intake points, repair 
bases and other facilities of military purpose; m Transfer of residential and farm/stable buildings, barns, 
cattle yards of sovkhozes and kolkhozes to the Red Army for the quartering of troops; m Confiscation of 
land and forest into a so called "State Land Fund" for use by the Red Army. m requisitioning of any 
buildings that are suitable in terms of type, location and transport connections for the accommodation of 
troops, command posts, rear security facilities such as camps, workshops or military hospitals, etc., e.g. 
castles, former monasteries, former monastery buildings, etc., m requisitioning of land and forest for a 
so-called "state land fund" for use for the construction of objects for military purposes, for airfields, as 
training and shooting ranges. m the conscription of hundreds of thousands of workers, peasants, tens of 
thousands of horse-drawn vehicles and the requisitioning of motor vehicles and construction machinery 
of all kinds for the implementation of military construction projects; for the short-term implementation 
of the construction of railroad lines alone, 128,000 people were deployed in February 1941 in the border 
strip of the White Mountains. 000 people in the border strips of the Byelorussian and Kiev Special 
Military Districts. m Conversion of local industries and trades to the production of materials required 
for pioneer expansion and their obligation to immediately supply the necessary masses, setting aside all 
civilian needs; m Provision of enormous financial resources intended exclusively for military purposes; 
m Use of the new spaces for planning and conducting troop exercises up to and including frontal assault 
operations with the aim of learning about and testing the expanded theater of war. 24 The focus of all 
operations, according to Stalin's above-mentioned directive of 05 October 1940, can be seen in the 
strategic directions southwest and west. The objects requisitioned for the accommodation of troops and 
facilities could be determined according to their location on the basis of the evaluated documents up to a 
depth of about 250 to 300 km from the new border line. The characteristic procedure was the short 
notice of the deadlines for the realization of the set tasks and the uncompromisingness of their 
enforcement, even if by far not all projects specified in the most diverse directives and instructions could 
be realized. The construction of airfields The westward shift of the borders by about 250 to 300 km 
resulting from the annexation of western Ukraine and western Belarus as well as Lithuania, Latvia and 
Estonia was intended, among other things, to achieve an adequate increase in the radius of action of the 
Red Army's air forces. However, the situation was extraordinarily unfavorable for the development of 
the air force groupings close to the border. Although there were 95 permanent airfields and 382 
operational airfields in the western military districts, there were almost no airfields in a strip about 120 
to 250 km east of the new border (between the Vilnius and Minsk meridians). As a result, the 
construction of new airfields began as early as 1939. As the following table shows, the initial plan was to 
build 135 more airfields by the first quarter of 1941. The total number of 612 airfields was to be reached. 
Then, however, it was intended to build another 143 airfields by the middle of 1941, bringing the total 
number of airfields in the Western Military Districts to 755. 


